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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Waste Information Needs/Information Needs for Making Environmental Decisions (WIN/INFORMED)
is a joint information reinvention project conducted by States and the U. S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).  The project  reflects the changing hazardous waste program implementation and how
these changes affect future information needs.  The WIN/INFORMED project has divided the
hazardous waste management program into five program areas for in-depth analyses:  Program
Evaluation (PE), Universe Identification (UID), Waste Activity Monitoring (WAM), Handler Monitoring
and Assistance (HMA), and Permitting and Corrective Action (PCA).

This report presents the results of the HMA Program Area Analysis (PAA) and covers information
needs and process improvements associated with compliance assistance, compliance monitoring, and
enforcement activities within the hazardous waste management program.  Four States, two EPA
Regions, and representatives from EPA headquarters staff from the Office of Enforcement and
Compliance Assurance (OECA) and the Office of Solid Waste (OSW) comprised the makeup of the
HMA PAA Team (Team).

The Team began work in April of 2002 with a week-long “kick-off” meeting that involved intense
exercises in assessing current and future information needs, defining the scope of the project, and
defining and prioritizing Policy and Procedural Issues (PPI) for further analysis and development of
recommendations to address the information needs of each PPI.  Over the twelve-month period
following the kick-off meeting, the Team developed the PPIs in documented form while continuously
analyzing the data needs and burden reduction components of each PPI.

Unlike previous PAAs, the HMA PAA Team had contractor support through only the first three months
of the project.  As the Team’s resources were taxed by the absence of contractor support, particularly
in this extended period of financial stress that has affected most States, the Team focused primarily on
the development of the PPIs and narrowed the scope of the project somewhat and limited the number of
PPIs which could be analyzed.  Other areas of the project, including bench marking, were addressed
within the confines of the Team’s experiences and the more broad bench marking components seen in
other PAAs were not addressed in this PAA.

The Team divided the PPIs into four primary program activity areas to more easily present the
documents in a logical fashion.  Those areas are evaluations, violations, enforcement, and other issues.
The Team has listed these areas in this order to coincide with the logical progression of events that
occur during program implementation of Handler Monitoring and Assistance activities.  The findings and
recommendations presented in this Executive Summary and in the body of the report follow the program
activity areas in the order listed above.  Other key components of the report include an analysis of the
burden reduction results of the Teams’s recommendations, an Information Needs Assessment, a
detailed Data Element Crosswalk comparing current and future data elements from RCRAInfo,
recommended reports for RCRAInfo, and an implementation plan to address all recommendations
presented. 

Many of the concerns expressed by HMA PAA participants with respect to current RCRA program
information can be attributed to varying interpretations of the information and poor current data quality.
An important goal of the WIN/INFORMED initiative is to identify information that must be collected
and made available to all program staff to support implementation of the RCRA program. Before
attempting to resolve these problems, the HMA PAA Team first agreed upon a common framework to
organize the information needs.  This framework is outlined in Table A below:
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Definition and Principles of National, Shared, and Optional Information

National, Shared, and Optional information needs will all have a common, precise definition
(i.e., always means the same thing).

Implementers, particularly the States, value the ability provided by the RCRA statute to tailor their
programs to fit their own needs and situations. On the other hand, information systems are by definition
highly structured and rigid and must remain so if their data content is to be shared by all implementers. As a
consequence, even careful definitions may limit flexibility. At a minimum, some implementers may be unable
to track certain information in national systems, because their business definition of that data does not
conform to the national definitions. Where a common, precise definition cannot be agreed upon, information
cannot be national, shared or optional.

National 
Information

Shared 
Information

Optional 
Information

Information that has mandatory creation or
collection.

National information must be tracked except
where the implementer is not authorized for
that aspect of the RCRA program; i.e., some
national information will remain essentially
voluntary, either on the part of the
implementer (as in the case of the Universal
Waste rules) or the affected entity (as in the
case of CESQGs).

Information that is optionally
created or collected.

Information that is
optionally created or
collected.

Information that is maintained to a specified
level of quality and currency.

Putting in place standards for data currency
and quality will enable useful sharing but
requires additional attention from all
implementers.

Information that may be
collected in many different
ways and is not always
current or fully qualified.

Information that may be
collected in many different
ways and is not always
current or fully qualified.

Information that relies on Federal rule to
support the authority for its collection from
the regulated community.

This is true for all national information
needs that are collected from the regulated
community. However, a Federal rule is not
required in cases where the information is
identified directly by the program, which is
the case for most all HMA data (e.g.,
Evaluation, Violation and Enforcement  
Data). 

Information that does not
depend on Federal authority
for its collection.

Information that does not
depend on Federal
authority for its collection.

Table A: Definition and Principles of National, Shared, and Optional Information
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National 
Information

Shared 
Information

Optional 
Information

Information that is always accessible to all
regulators from national data systems. 

As implementers begin to share information,
certain standards for use and dissemination
must be defined to prevent
misunderstanding, especially if the data is
to be made publicly available.

Information that is accessible
to all regulators from the
national data system at the
discretion of the implementer.
Shared Information should be
shared by an implementer
unless there is a valid
mitigating reason not to.

Shared Information is
considered to be very
important information to share
with the RCRA regulatory
community. The reason that
this information need is not
‘National’ is because it is
believed to be impractical to
require that all Implementers
provide this information. For
example, if the Implementer
has the data but believes that
it is of a poor quality; if the
Implementer does not
currently track that data, and
the added burden of collecting
it is too great to justify its
future collection; or if the data
is considered to be
confidential by the
Implementer’s State.

Information that is
accessible to all regulators
from the national data
system at the discretion of
the implementer.  Even if
implementers collect this
Optional Information they
do not need to share it
unless they choose to.

Optional Information can
be shared with the RCRA
regulatory community at
the Implementer’s
discretion. This allows
implementers a place to
track specific data with
precise definitions (i.e.:
pre-existing RCRAInfo
data fields that are not
considered National or
Shared).  Even if
implementers collect this
Optional Information, they
do not need to share it
unless they choose to.

Table A: Definition and Principles of National, Shared, and Optional Information (continued)

In developing the PPIs, the Team encountered several issues where recommendations were made that
are not consistent with current established key policies, particularly the Hazardous Waste Civil
Enforcement Response Policy (ERP) dated March 15, 1996.  However, the Team believes that these
key recommendations will more accurately reflect the resources utilized by implementers and the
realities of program implementation, as well as result in more appropriate and accurate data released to
the public under FOIA.  As the ERP is currently under review for potential revision, the Team urges
EPA and the States to consider the recommendations presented in this report when undertaking those
revisions. In instances where the Team could not reach consensus via discussions of the issues, a vote
was taken by organization (State, EPA Region, Headquarters OSW and OECA).  The results of the
voting are summarized within the individual written issue analyses contained within this report. The
Team believes that the true partnership concept, which is the underlying premise of the
WIN/INFORMED project, produces recommendations that should be implemented by the organizations
represented in the WIN/INFORMED process.
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Key Findings and Recommendations

The Team is recommending significant changes to the CM&E module of RCRAInfo, particularly as it
relates to the tracking of evaluations conducted in the areas of compliance assistance and compliance
monitoring.  The current system allows the use of implementer-defined evaluation codes to further
define the focus of the evaluations under a Reason Code.  One of the Team’s key recommendations is
to discourage the use of implementer-defined codes in several areas to eliminate the proliferation of
duplicative and vague codes in favor of a more standardized coding system that still meets the needs of
the implementers.  Under the Team’s recommendations, many of the codes previously considered
implementer-defined will now be nationally-defined as a standardized evaluation code that will address
many of the evaluations conducted while still allowing for the addition of new codes at the
implementer’s request.  These additions are being proposed to be overseen by a national review board
comprised of key State, Region, and EPA headquarters personnel.

Evaluations: 
No specific importance or priority should be inferred from this ordering.

A. Provide a mechanism to track initiatives and commitments that implementers must meet
annually under their respective agreements (PPA, MOA, etc.).  This will eliminate the need for
a majority of the implementer-defined codes used by implementers under the reason codes in
RCRAInfo because analysis indicated most of the current codes are initiatives or commitments.

B. Maintain the definition of “Day Zero”, but incorporate an additional 60 days into the
enforcement response timeline to allow implementers a more realistic amount of time for the
information gathering necessary for a full compliance status determination as a result of the
evaluation.  This will result in a more fair and accurate assessment of an implementer’s
enforcement response performance.

C. Clarify what constitutes a Compliance Assistance Visit (CAV) and identify those compliance
assistance activities that should be tracked in RCRAInfo. Also, modify the definition of the
CAV evaluation type.

D. Create a consistent and accurate method for designating a site as a Significant Non-Complier
(SNC) in RCRAInfo and identifying consistent and accurate select logic for determining that an
implementer has made an SNC designation for a specific site.

E. Clarify the titles and definitions and consolidate some of the unnecessarily duplicative nationally-
defined evaluation types in RCRAInfo.

F. Eliminate the OTH evaluation code and all reason codes and re-categorize those codes (and all
existing data) as either a new evaluation type or a Focused Compliance Inspection (FCI), with
an appropriate focus area under the FCI evaluation type if necessary.  The new FCI evaluation
type will have a set of nationally-defined FCI areas to further define the scope of the evaluation.
 Other implementer-defined and nationally-defined codes may be added to the list after review
by a representative national review board’s approval.

G. Eliminate Evaluation Coverage Areas in RCRAInfo.
H. Clarify the use of responsible agency codes to reflect joint, oversight, and training activities

conducted during activities involving both State and Regional resources.
I. Create a nationally consistent mechanism for tracking RCRA 3007 Information Requests and all

State Information Requests.
J. Create a mechanism for tracking the evaluation of RCRA Section 6002 requirements by EPA

inspectors at federal facilities.
K. Create a linkage between RCRAInfo and the Definition of Solid Waste (DSW) information

available on EPA’s web site.
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Violations:
No specific importance or priority should be inferred from this ordering.

A. Clarify the process of designating in RCRAInfo whether there were or were not violations
found during an evaluation/inspection. Although the Team’s recommendation is to remain with
the status quo, our recommendation provides clarity on this issue.

B. Clarify the violation determined date and clarify the appropriate time to capture violations in
RCRAInfo.

C. Create an interface that will easily relate specific violation information in RCRAInfo to EPA
enforcement case conclusion information contained in the Integrated Compliance Information
System (ICIS).

D. Allow for multiple citations of violations to reflect both State and federal requirements where
necessary.

E. Create a new and more logical coding system for violation coverage areas that allow the
implementer to determine the appropriate federal regulatory area violated while allowing
designations for State-specific regulatory areas.

F. Add a violation type code for “order condition” to adequately address the identification of
violations of formal enforcement orders.

G. Allow for multiple entries of citation type.
H. Eliminate the data elements and codes for violation class and violation priority codes and ensure

the appropriate conversion of that data to the current SNC logic.
I. Clarify the values for violation returned to compliance (RTC) qualifiers.
J. Create a “tickler” mechanism for implementers to more easily track violations that are due for

return to compliance.
K. Create a nationally consistent definition of “in compliance” and clarify the criteria for the

designation of an SNC in RCRAInfo by creating several new categories of SNC.  This will
ensure that a site is classified as an SNC until the implementer determines, based on their own
program policy, that the site is no longer an SNC.  It will also provide for more accurate and
clear data on RCRA SNCs at a national level.

Enforcement:
No specific importance or priority should be inferred from this ordering.

A. Create consistent definitions of informal vs. formal enforcement actions to ensure consistency
among implementers.

B. Clarify what constitutes enforcement sensitive information for FOIA purposes.
C. Streamline the data entry of enforcement actions/codes and develop guidance on the use of

individual and combination of codes.
D. Clarify the method of tracking corrective action-related enforcement actions in RCRAInfo.
E. Clarify the data procedures for determining when a Supplemental Environmental Project (SEP)

is complete.
F. Clarify the method of entering and tracking multi-site Consent Agreements and Final Orders

(CA/FOs) in RCRAInfo.
G. Create a mechanism for tracking the milestones for technical requirements identified in formal

enforcement actions.
H. Create a mechanism for downloading federal enforcement data from ICIS to RCRAInfo to

ensure that RCRAInfo contains a complete picture of all applicable federal enforcement data.
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Other HMA-Related Issues:
No specific importance or priority should be inferred from this ordering.

A. Clarify what sites, and the corresponding compliance monitoring and enforcement activities
should be tracked in RCRAInfo.

B. Eliminate the use of the “look, don’t use” concept for State-specific HMA data.
C. Create a national review board consisting of State, regional, and HQ representatives to oversee

new codes added to RCRAInfo.
D. Create a mechanism to integrate hazardous waste import data into RCRAInfo.
E. Create a Pre-Inspection Report using data from several RCRAInfo modules.
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REPORT ORGANIZATION
The remainder of this report is organized into the following sections:

Introduction
Describes the background to the WIN/INFORMED initiative and the Handler Monitoring and
Assistance Program Area Analysis (HMA PAA), including the scope of the project and the
participating organizations.

WIN/INFORMED Approach
Outlines the approach being used to conduct the WIN/INFORMED initiative with specific reference to
the purpose and outputs of the Program Area Analysis (PAA) phase.

Findings and Recommendations
This section presents the findings from the project’s analysis and provides recommendations on
guidance issues, policy changes, data entry procedures, and streamlining of existing codes. This section
also describes how access to RCRA program information should be enhanced to be able to answer the
types of questions typically asked by or of program staff.

Recommended Reports
This section describes how access to RCRA program information should be enhanced to be able to
answer the types of questions typically asked by or of program staff.

Implementation Plan
Provides a high-level outline for the system design phase that should be undertaken to consider each of
the project’s recommendations which would result in implementation of all approved  recommendations.

Appendices
A number of appendices are attached to this report that provide supporting materials.
 Appendix I:  Program Area Analysis Process
 Appendix II:  Program System Design Tasks
 Appendix III:  Crosswalk between Current RCRAInfo Data Elements and Proposed

Data Elements
 Appendix IV:  Glossary of Terms, Abbreviations, and Acronyms
 Appendix V:  Supplementary Policy Procedural Issues.
 Appendix VI:  Initiatives Tracked by PAA Team.
 Appendix VII:  Change Benefit Analysis For Each PPI 
 Appendix VIII:  Change Benefit Analysis For Codification of Evaluation, Violation and

Enforcement Actions. 
 Appendix IX:  Appendices for Codification of Evaluation, Violation, and Enforcement

Actions.
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INTRODUCTION

Project Background
The WIN/INFORMED initiative was established jointly by the States and the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA). WIN stands for Waste Information Needs and derives from planning work undertaken
by the EPA. INFORMED stands for Information Needs for Making Environmental Decisions and
derives from State planning work.

The objective of this initiative is to reassess the information needs of the hazardous waste management
program operating under Subtitle C of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). With
WIN/INFORMED, EPA and States aim to jointly identify, and share where appropriate, the information
needed to effectively manage the RCRA program.

The goal of WIN/INFORMED is to improve the collection, use, and management of hazardous waste
information at the national level, to make that information readily available to EPA, States, Tribes, and
the public, and to support the effective implementation of the RCRA Subtitle C hazardous waste
program.

To achieve this goal, the WIN/INFORMED initiative has been organized into four discrete phases. Each
phase will consist of a number of inter-dependent projects, structured to allow constant progress to be
made toward the objectives without the risks associated with a very large-scale redevelopment effort.
The four phases are planning, analysis, design, and implementation. These phases are explained in
the WIN/INFORMED Approach section.

States and EPA conducted separate planning projects to broadly document their own information
needs. Completed in late 1996, these efforts resulted in two Information Strategy Plans (ISPs), both of
which identified priority improvements to be made to the information collection and management
systems used to support program implementation.

An ISP identifies natural groupings of program functions and information needs, referred to as “program
areas.” The State ISP identified three priority program areas for analysis. These were Universe
Identification (UID): identification of sites (i.e., name, address information, SIC/NAICS codes, latitude
and longitude, owner/operator, land type, etc.), Waste Activity Monitoring (WAM): waste activities
conducted by the site and the data reported on the Biennial Report; and Handler Monitoring and
Assistance (HMA): compliance assistance, compliance monitoring, and enforcement activities. These
areas all address program implementation activities. The EPA ISP identified the Permitting and
Corrective Action program area, which addresses implementation activities, and the Program Evaluation
(PE) program area. States and EPA agreed to form a partnership to conduct the remaining phases of
these five program areas beginning with the analysis of each program area. Analysis of the Program
Evaluation program area was completed early in 1999.  The Universe Identification program area and
the Waste Activity Monitoring program area were combined and completed in January 2000.

HMA Program Area Analysis Project
Analysis of the Handler Monitoring and Assistance (HMA) Program Area (addressing compliance
assistance, compliance monitoring, and enforcement activities) commenced in April 2002, with a national
review of the project findings and recommendations June 6 - August 1, 2003.  The project was originally
scheduled to begin in January 2002, but was postponed until April due to resource constraints.  
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The HMA Program Area Analysis (PAA) project’s preliminary findings and recommendations were
presented for review by a selected group of program experts during a critical review period conducted
January 27 - February 10, 2003. 

Once critical review was completed and the comments reviewed, the preliminary findings and
recommendations were refined and then incorporated into this report for National Review by all States,
Territories, Tribes, ASTSWMO, ECOS, EPA Regional Offices, and the EPA Offices of Solid Waste
and Emergency Response and the Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assistance. This national
review is being conducted June 6 - August 1, 2003. This report may be modified again, as necessary, to
reflect input from the national reviewers.

The Final Report will present the PAA project’s confirmed recommendations for future RCRA program
information management, together with guidelines for priorities and dependencies to be considered by
the implementation Team.

HMA PAA Goals
The goal of a PAA is to establish a blueprint for subsequent efforts to ensure that information and
information management procedures meet user needs.  The goals of the HMA PAA (addressing
compliance assistance, compliance monitoring, and enforcement activities) are:

1. Identify the set of information needs for HMA such that:
1. They provide a nationally agreed upon baseline of what data should be

shared,
2. Ensure a ‘uniform language’ for the meaning of each information need,
3. Each information need clearly supports necessary decision making, and
4. They are of a defined data quality (timeliness, completeness, and

accountability).
2. Identify a set of recommended improvements to HMA’s data collection processes and

data elements (i.e., what needs to change).
3. Provide support for anticipated future needs of the program (i.e., track and synchronize

with other program initiatives).
4. Determine public access restrictions to sensitive HMA data.
5. Ensure that recommendations are compatible with current federal requirements.
6. Consider what mechanisms; (e.g., reports, data inquiry systems) should be developed to

improve regulators access and use of HMA data.
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Milestone Dates
The following table summarizes the key milestones for the HMA PAA project.

HMA Project Milestones Date

Project Scoping and Planning (kick-off meeting) April 2002

Conduct Information Needs Assessment April 2002

Review Draft Project Management Plan (PMP): modify, if
necessary, then accept and confirm

October 2002

Develop Draft Report for Critical Review and consult bench
marking report for possible solutions for PAA identified PPIs

January 2003

Conduct Critical Review January 27 - February 10, 2003

Develop Draft Report for National Review April 2003

Brief ESC before conducting National Review April 2003

Identify Reports Needed at a National Level April 2003

Develop Reports Section April 2003

Develop Program System Implementation Strategies April 2003

Conduct National Review June 6 - August 1, 2003

Finalize all Deliverables August 2003

Finalize Project Report Based on National Review September 2003

Present to ESC for Approval or Rejection September 2003

Notify User Community of ESC Decision and
Implementation Schedule

October 2003

TABLE 1: List of HMA Project Milestones

Project Involvement
A fundamental element of the WIN/INFORMED initiative is the regular and timely involvement of a
wide range of stakeholders. Each WIN/INFORMED project is directed by a PAA Team consisting of
program staff from States, EPA Regional Offices, and EPA Headquarters Program Offices who
participate directly in the project, providing practical experience with the implementation of the RCRA
program in their organizations.

The PAA Team responsible for performing this PAA project and for developing this report consisted of
the following organizations:

State of Illinois State of Louisiana
State of Texas State of Wyoming
EPA Region III EPA Region VI
EPA Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance
EPA Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response
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Representatives from each of these organizations participated in the project, with the project being led
jointly by Todd Marvel from the State of Illinois and Debbie Goodwin from the EPA Office of
Enforcement and Compliance Assurance.

Additional feedback was provided by the States of: Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado, Illinois, Indiana,
Louisiana, Michigan, North Carolina, New Hampshire, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Texas,
Washington, Utah, Wyoming, ASTSWMO, EPA Regions 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, and 10, the EPA Federal
Facilities Enforcement Office, the EPA Office of Site Remediation Enforcement, and the EPA Office
of Criminal Enforcement, Forensics, and Training during Critical Review.

Cross-project management and communication was provided by the WIN/INFORMED Coordinating
Committee (CC), which helped to establish schedules and milestones, manage resources, and coordinate
the various PAA Teams. Representatives were again drawn from both State and EPA organizations.

High-level direction and policy-making support was provided to the project by the WIN/INFORMED
Executive Steering Committee (ESC) that includes representatives from senior EPA and State
management.

Executive Steering Committee
Mike Savage OH
Catherine Sharp OK
Stephen Gilrein Region 6
Robert Springer OSWER
Mike Stahl OECA
Mark Day OEI

Coordinating Committee
Bud McCarty NC
Steve Cobb AL
Matt Loesel Region 6
Les Otte OSWER/OSW
David Meredith OECA/OC

HMA PAA Team
Todd Marvel IL (State Lead)
Debbie Goodwin OECA/OC (EPA Lead)
Toni Evans LA
Lourdes Iturralde LA
Anne Dobbs TX
Tim Link WY
Don Lott EPA Region 3
Katy Griffith EPA Region 6
Phyllis Donahue OECA/ORE
Rachiel Durant OECA/OC
Les Otte OSWER/OSW

Figure 1: Project Organization Chart



 HMA FINAL Report November 17, 20037

Project Scope
The goal of this PAA project was to examine the information needs of the HMA program area
(compliance assistance, compliance monitoring, and enforcement) and to consider how current
information collection, policy/guidance, and management procedures meet those needs. The project then
sets out to recommend improvements for specific areas where existing procedures do not meet current
or anticipated information needs.

The scope of the HMA program area was broadly defined during the States’ ISP. This is illustrated
below.

HMA Functional Scope
- Universe Identification
- Waste Activity Monitoring
- Handler Monitoring and Assistance

- Compliance Assistance Activities
- Compliance Evaluation/Inspection Activities
- Violation Determination Activities
- Enforcement Activities
-Compliance/Non-Compliance Tracking and Reporting Activities

- Permitting and Corrective Action
- Program Evaluation

Figure 2: HMA Functional Scope

Using this broad outline, the PAA Team defined this scope more explicitly using the following three
dimensions:

1. The information needed to support these program areas;
2. The collection mechanisms used to gather this information; and
3. The specific policy and procedure issues that pertain to the information collection,

policy/guidance, and management procedures.

Care was taken during the scope refinement stage of the project to ensure that the project scope was
kept straight forward, setting realistic goals for the resources and budgets available to the PAA Team.
In some cases, information needs, collection mechanisms, and issues were excluded from the combined
project scope to be addressed as part of separate initiatives at a later time (an example was financial
assurance issues).

The following paragraphs outline the scope of the project that was used by the PAA Team when
developing the findings documented in this report.

Information Needs
The PAA Team focused on the following areas of information identified in the original Strategic Plans
by State and EPA as needed to support the HMA program area. Examples of some of the needs are
provided here. A more detailed discussion of the specific information needs may be found in the
Findings and Recommendations section of this Draft Final Report.

1. Tracking evaluations/inspections
2. Performance tracking (commitments/initiatives)
3. Determination of compliance status
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4. Tracking SNCs
5. Tracking compliance assistance activities
6. Public access to data (enforcement sensitive definition)
7. Support of program performance measures
8. Clarification, streamlining, and guidance on inspection types, violation areas, and

enforcement actions
9. Monitoring financial assurance requirements (but not details as to type or amount, just if

they have it)
10. Use and interpretation of HMA data (“look don’t use” rules)
11. Tracking compliance with enforcement orders
12. Results of record reviews
13. Waste import compliance activities
14. Case summary data
15. Redundancy of HMA data across systems (Docket/ICIS, Imports, etc.)
16. Unsupported current rules
17. State access/retrieval of data
18. Investigations.

A number of unique needs were identified by the Team during the information gathering phase of the
project that are specifically required by individual organizations to implement the RCRA program. These
needs, while important to the specific organization, have been excluded from the PAA project
recommendations included in this report. This report focuses instead on national, shared, and optional
RCRA program information needs.

Policy/Procedural Issues (PPIs)
During the initial information gathering phases for the HMA program area, and throughout the combined
project, a number of important policy and procedural issues were identified that impact information
collection and use within the program areas. The PAA project developed resolutions for many of these
issues, which have been incorporated into the recommendations presented in this Report.

A number of issues were excluded from consideration during the PAA project for one or more of the
following reasons:

1. Resolution of the issue was not believed to be critical to the success of the PAA
project.

2. The issue is specific to a small number of organizations and is not considered significant
for national resolution.

3. The issue will affect design and/or implementation of the project’s recommendations but
does not have a bearing on information needs and management.

These excluded issues are detailed in Appendix V.

Related Initiatives
Finally, during the course of the project, the PAA Team identified and tracked a number of initiatives
related to the HMA program area being undertaken by EPA and States under various frameworks. 
The impact of these initiatives on the combined project was assessed and the project’s
recommendations address these impacts as appropriate. A full listing of the initiatives tracked by the
PAA Team may be found in Appendix VI.
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WIN/INFORMED APPROACH

Introduction
The WIN/INFORMED initiative is employing a structured approach called the Information Engineering
Methodology (IEM) to analyze, design, and implement information management systems to support the
RCRA program. This full life-cycle methodology is well suited to the development of complex,
enterprise-wide information systems, particularly those that require a high degree of data sharing.

Implementation of the RCRA program is complex, requiring multiple organizations to share large
amounts of information. By applying IEM principles to break down the complexity of the entire RCRA
program into a number of discrete “program areas,” the WIN/INFORMED initiative is able to
effectively focus attention and resources.

As discussed briefly in the Introduction section of this report, the first IEM phase, Information
Strategy Planning, defined the program areas that make up the RCRA program and provided a logical
order in which they should be addressed. The remainder of this section describes the three subsequent
phases of the IEM that must be conducted for each program area to realize the WIN/INFORMED goal
of improved information management.

Program Area Analysis (PAA) Understand the program’s needs for information, consider how
well those needs are supported by existing systems, policies/
guidance, and identify improvements.

Program System Design (PSD) Describe how the existing systems should change to effect the
improvements stated by the PAA. Provide an understanding of
the costs and effort involved in implementing program changes.

Program System Implementation (PSI) Implement the necessary changes to the current information
management environment, including automated and manual
procedure improvements as documented by the PSD.

Program Area Analysis (PAA)
This phase of the IEM results in an analytical assessment of the program’s needs for information
management and a set of general recommendations for both data management, policy/guidance, and
process improvements. This is achieved by identifying program needs for information management, and
comparing those needs to the support provided by the current systems. This comparison helps to identify
which needs are currently poorly supported and allows recommendations to be developed to improve
this support.

The products of a PAA include a set of nationally confirmed recommendations, together with
a set of technical deliverables that provide a conceptual model of the program information
management needs.
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The project recommendations are presented toward the end of the PAA project allowing for national
consensus with respect to:

1. the program needs;
2. the problems with the existing systems; and
3. the envisioned improvements (e.g., recommendations).

Although the implications of the recommendations for change are understood only at a high level at the
end of the PAA, they should provide an indication of the likely effects of such change. This allows
reviewers to determine whether or not each recommendation should be considered further during the
subsequent design phase.

Following national review of the findings and recommendations of the PAA, the PAA Team organizes
the recommendations into logical groups based on their priorities and dependencies. The
WIN/INFORMED Coordinating Committee and Executive Steering Committee review these groups
with consideration given to funding and other resource constraints before determining which groups
should be further evaluated in the next phase, Program System Design.

A more detailed description of the tasks that make up this phase can be found in Appendix I.

Program System Design (PSD)
This phase is concerned first with determining the feasibility of the recommendations from the PAA,
and then developing detailed plans and specifications needed to implement the necessary changes to
national information systems. Using techniques such as prototyping, the PSD project evaluates the
specific  implications of each PAA recommendation. By exploring these implications in greater detail, the
PSD project may identify complexities that were not identified during the PAA.

This “reality check” may require some of the PAA recommendations to be modified or even deferred
for future consideration. For example, costs, complexity, and appropriateness of the recommendation
will be considered in the light of current program operating constraints.

A PSD project results in a nationally confirmed “blueprint” for implementation, including designed data
collection form changes, new system functionality and/or existing system change specifications, and an
implementation plan with resource estimates.

A more detailed description of the tasks that make up this phase can be found in Appendix II.

Program System Implementation (PSI)
This final phase in the WIN/INFORMED application of the IEM uses specifications developed during
the previous phase to build new system functionality or modify existing systems. The PSI project will
result in actual changes to the existing systems environment, including database systems, data collection
forms, manual procedures, and, if necessary, regulations.

Summary
The IEM provides a framework for information systems development that allows improvements to be
made incrementally and the project to be undertaken in discrete manageable steps. This framework
allows a complete picture of the information systems needs to be built from high-level business
requirements to specific implementation details.
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FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Introduction
As stated previously, the goal of the PAA project is to conduct a fundamental reappraisal of information
collection, policy/guidance, and management procedures needed to support the program. This includes
consideration of three components:

1. the types of information needed to effectively implement the program;
2. the activities required to collect that information; and
3. the capabilities required to access the information.

Draft recommendations were developed for the HMA program area addressing each of these three
components. Following the National Review of these draft recommendations, the PAA Team may make
changes and clarifications resulting in a set of confirmed recommendations. A confirmed
recommendation, therefore:

1. Is an improvement to the management of RCRA program information that is believed to
be the most effective way of supporting critical program needs.

2. Appears to have no major implementation obstacles.
3. Has been subjected to a national consensus review.

Common Organizing Framework
Many of the concerns expressed by PAA participants with respect to current RCRA program
information can be attributed to varying interpretations of that information and poor current data quality.
Before attempting to resolve these problems, the PAA Team first agreed upon a common framework to
organize the information needs. This framework is outlined in Table 2, located below and on the
following pages.

Definition and Principles of National, Shared, and Optional Information

National, Shared, and Optional information needs will all have a common, precise definition
(i.e., always means the same thing).

Implementers, particularly the States, value the ability provided by the RCRA statute to tailor their
programs to fit their own needs and situations. On the other hand, information systems are by
definition highly structured and rigid and must remain so if their data content is to be shared by all
implementers. As a consequence, even careful definitions may limit flexibility. At a minimum,
some implementers may be unable to track certain information in national systems, because their
business definition of that data does not conform to the national definitions. Where a common,
precise definition cannot be agreed upon, information cannot be national, shared or optional.
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National 
Information

Shared 
Information

Optional 
Information

Information that has mandatory
creation or collection.

National information must be tracked
except where the implementer is not
authorized for that aspect of the RCRA
program; i.e., some national information
will remain essentially voluntary, either
on the part of the implementer (as in
the case of the Universal Waste rules)
or the affected entity (as in the case of
CESQGs).

Information that is
optionally created or
collected.

Information that is
optionally created or
collected.

Information that is maintained to a
specified level of quality and currency.

Putting in place standards for data
currency and quality will enable useful
sharing but requires additional attention
from all implementers.

Information that may be
collected in many different
ways and is not always
current or fully qualified.

Information that may be
collected in many
different ways and is not
always current or fully
qualified.

Information that relies on Federal rule
to support the authority for its collection
from the regulated community.

This is true for all national information
needs that are collected from the
regulated community. However, a
Federal rule is not required in cases
where the information is identified
directly by the program, which is the
case for most all HMA data (e.g.,
Evaluation, Violation and Enforcement   
Data). 

Information that does not
depend on Federal authority
for its collection.

Information that does
not depend on Federal
authority for its
collection.

Table 2: Definition and Principles of National, Shared, and Optional Information (continued)
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National 
Information

Shared 
Information

Optional 
Information

Information that is always accessible to
all regulators from national data
systems. 

As implementers begin to share
information, certain standards for use
and dissemination must be defined to
prevent misunderstanding, especially if
the data is to be made publicly
available.

Information that is
accessible to all regulators
from the national data
system at the discretion of
the implementer. Shared
Information should be
shared by an implementer
unless there is a valid
mitigating reason not to.

Shared Information is
considered to be very
important information to
share with the RCRA
regulatory community. The
reason that this information
need is not ‘National’ is
because it is believed to be
impractical to require that
all Implementers provide
this information. For
example, if the
Implementer has the data
but believes that it is of a
poor quality; if the
Implementer does not
currently track that data,
and the added burden of
collecting it is too great to
justify its future collection;
or if the data is considered
to be confidential by the
Implementer’s State.

Information that is
accessible to all
regulators from the
national data system at
the discretion of the
implementer.  Even if
implementers collect this
Optional Information
they do not need to
share it unless they
choose to.

Optional Information
can be shared with the
RCRA regulatory
community at the
Implementer’s
discretion. This allows
implementers a place to
track specific data with
precise definitions (i.e.:
pre-existing RCRAInfo
data fields that are not
considered National or
Shared).  Even if
implementers collect this
Optional Information,
they do not need to
share it unless they
choose to.

Table 2: Definition and Principles of National, Shared, and Optional Information (continued)

In the past, RCRA information systems had referred to data elements as “core” or “non-core” to
indicate similar concepts to those described in Table 2. These terms have been intentionally excluded
from this report in an attempt to avoid some of the confusion and misinterpretation that previous PAA
participants have experienced with their use.

National Systems Will Accommodate Information Needs
Capabilities will be provided in national systems to support the tracking of national, shared, and optional
information needs. This will enable implementers that do not have their own information systems to
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track and share all important information with other RCRA program staff whether that information is
needed by the entire program or a smaller subset of the implementer community.

It is important to note, however, that shared and optional information will, by definition, represent only a
partial set of implementers and therefore provides an incomplete picture. Care must be used when
interpreting shared information. To avoid potential confusion, the appropriate meta-data must be
provided to ensure that program users are aware of the level of completeness for shared information
needs and that a consistent level of data quality cannot be assured.

Most States and Regions currently collect some of the information needs designated as shared or
optional needs and would be able and willing to share this information with other implementers.

National, Shared, and Organizational Information Needs
The PAA Team employed this framework to organize the information needs of the HMA program area
into four main categories. Table 3 on the following pages lists these information needs according to the
above framework and these four categories.

The following should be considered when reviewing this table:
The HMA information needs listed have been reconciled with the national “Standard Data
Elements for Enforcement/Compliance” guidance prepared by the Environmental Data
Standards Council (EDSC) dated April 26, 2002.  The EDSC consisted of a team of States,
Regions, and HQ which directs and oversees the development of environmental data standards.
The purpose of the EDSC was to facilitate future cross-media data sharing between programs
collecting enforcement and compliance data.

Definitions for each of the data elements in Table 3 can be found in Appendix III.
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Information
Need
Category

National Shared Optional Deleted

Evaluation
Data

1. Evaluation Activity Location
2. Evaluation Sequence Number
3. Evaluation Start Date
4. Evaluation Responsible Agency
5. Found Violation
6. Evaluation Type
7. Sampling Indication
8. Citizen Complaint Indication
9. Multimedia Indication
10. * RCRA 6002 Inspection Performed
11. * RCRA 6002 Questionnaire Distributed
12. * RCRA 6002 Questionnaire Completed by
         Inspector and Mailed
13. * RCRA 6002 Inspector Questionnaire
         Received by FFEO
14. * RCRA 6002 Site Questionnaire Received
         by FFEO
15. **Compliance Assistance Noted Problems

(* = only for EPA evaluations at federal facilities)
(** = only for Compliance Assistance
evaluations)

1. Information Request
    Sent
2. Information Request
    Received

1. Evaluation Responsible Person
    Identifier
2. Evaluation Responsible
    Suborganization
3. Evaluation Notes
4. Commitment/Initiative Year
5. Commitment/Initiative Type
6. Commitment/Initiative
     Description

1. Reason for Evaluation
2. Evaluation Coverage Area
3. Evaluated
4. Coverage Area/Violation
    Area Notes

(Note: Violation Notes will
remain. See Violation Data
next page.)

Table 3: Program Area Information Needs
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Table 3: Program Area Information Needs (continued)

Information
Need
Category

National Shared Optional Deleted

Violation
Data

1. Violation Activity Location
2. Violation Sequence Number
3. Agency which Determined Violation
4. Date Violation Was Determined
5. Actual Return to Compliance Date
6. Violation Responsible Agency
7. Return to Compliance Qualifier
8. Area of Violation
9. Scheduled Compliance Date

1. Citation
2. Citation Type

1. Violation Notes
2. Compliance Schedule Notes

1. Violation Priority
2. Class of Violation
3. Violation Responsible
    Person Identifier
4. Violation Responsible
     Suborganization

Enforcement
Data

1. Enforcement Activity Location
2. Enforcement Sequence Number
3. Date of Enforcement Action
4. Enforcement Responsible Agency
5. Enforcement Type
6. SEP/Enforcement
7. SEP/Enforcement Milestone Scheduled Date
8. SEP/Enforcement Milestone Actual Date
9. SEP/Enforcement Milestone Default Date
10. SEP/Enforcement Milestone Type
11. Penalty Type
12. Penalty Amount
13. Enforcement Action Disposition 
      Qualifier Type
14. Corrective Action Qualifier

1. Multimedia Type
2. Actual Date of 
     Payment
3. Actual Payment
    Amount
4. Condition/Requirement
     Reference Number
5. Condition/Requirement
    Type
6. Condition/Requirement
    Type Description
7. Condition/Requirement
    Scheduled Date
8. Condition/Requirement
    Actual Date
9. Condition/Requirement
    Notes

1. Attorney
2. Enforcement Docket Number
3. Enforcement Responsible
    Person  Identifier
4. Enforcement Responsible
    Suborganization
5. Enforcement Notes
6. Media Notes
7. SEP Responsible Person
    Identifier
8. SEP Notes
9. Penalty Notes
10. Scheduled Payment Date
11. Scheduled Payment Amount
12. Payment Notes
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Table 3: Program Area Information Needs (continued)

Information
Need
Category

National Shared Optional Deleted

Handler Data 1. State Unaddressed SNC Indicator
2. State Addressed SNC Indicator
3. State SNC with a Compliance Schedule
    Established Indicator
4. EPA Unaddressed SNC Indicator
5. EPA Addressed SNC Indicator
6. EPA SNC with a Compliance Schedule
    Established Indicator
7. BOYSNC

1. Significant Non-
    Complier
    Indicator (single
    field: SNC)

Burden Reduction
A key objective of WIN/INFORMED is burden reduction and the HMA PAA considered this while evaluating all States’ and EPA’s information
needs and uses.  A table was compiled to analyze the burden reduction, streamlining and data quality improvement resulting from the HMA PAA
issues analysis and recommendations. (See Appendix VII, Change Benefit Analysis for Each PPI, and Appendix VIII, Change Benefit Analysis
for Codification of Evaluation, Violation, and Enforcement Actions.)

The PAA Team considered the following when evaluating burden reduction: whether more or less data is collected; whether it is collected more
or less frequently; how collection processes can be improved to simplify data collection and management; and burden reductions that can be
achieved by implementing recommendations to re-engineer data collection mechanisms. 

The Collection of More Or Less Data
Data collection will be reduced through the elimination of certain implementer-defined and nationally-defined data codes and the elimination of
out-of-scope data fields and codes, while it will be increased through the capture of new data fields (federal facility 6002 compliance data, non-
RCRA regulated site data, SEP completion and default data, tracking of conditions/requirements of formal enforcement actions) resulting in an
overall decrease of the amount of data that will be required to be collected. (See Appendix VII for the analysis of each specific issue and
Appendix VIII for the decrease in the total number of codes required to be entered.)

Whether Data Is Collected More Or Less Frequently
Some of the data will be collected in a more timely fashion by the addition of some new functionality to RCRAInfo (RTC “tickler reporting and
formal enforcement action conditions/requirements ‘tickler’ reporting) that will result in a reminder that data scheduled for review needs to be
verified.
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How Collection Processes Can Be Improved To Simplify Data Collection
& Management
The HMA PAA recommendations provide several ways the current RCRAInfo data collection methods
can be improved (some of these are: improved accuracy of compliance assistance data; clarification of
proper way to record violations; improved accuracy of SNC status determination; assure accuracy of
actual violation determination date; implementation of a drop-down menu to capture information
requests; better clarification of code definitions; creation of  ‘tickler’ reports; development of translation
program for downloading federal enforcement actions currently in ICIS to RCRAInfo; monitoring of all
new RCRAInfo codes by a national review panel of state and EPA representatives; and making OECA
waste import data available in RCRAInfo) resulting in more simplified data collection and management
for all RCRAInfo users.

Implementing Recommendations To Re-engineer Data Collection
Mechanisms
Several data collection mechanisms will be created, revised or re-formatted (some of these are: new
system developed to track state grant, regional MOAs and initiatives, collection of separate Evaluation
Start and End dates, better collection of compliance assistance data, drop-down menu for tracking
information requests, collection of Section 6002 compliance inspection results, creation of pre-inspection
report, violation button to provide access from RCRAInfo to ICIS to read case development data,
adding SEP scheduled and actual completion dates and SEP default date, tracking of
conditions/requirements of formal enforcement actions, mechanism to download ICIS enforcement data
to RCRAInfo, allow OECA waste import data to be made available in RCRAInfo) for burden reduction,
data streamlining and data quality improvement.

Recommended Information Management Improvements

Introduction
The PAA project seeks to contrast the program’s information needs with the support provided by
existing information systems. Where the existing systems were found to inadequately support the needs,
a “policy/procedural issue (PPI)” was identified. The PAA Team considered each of these
policy/procedural issues and the alternatives for how they might be resolved. This section provides a
discussion of the improvements that the PAA Team has proposed to resolve these issues.

For some issues, the PAA Team concluded that the current practice represented the most workable
solutions to the given problem. In other cases, issues were not considered due to time, budget and/or
scope constraints on the project. Both of these types of issues are listed in Appendix V.

Each recommendation has been documented as follows:

Program Need describes the underlying RCRA program needs that the
recommendation addresses.

Problem Analysis describes why the program need is not currently being supported by the
existing systems.
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Recommendation describes the PAA Team’s recommendation of how the current
situation should change to better support the program need.

Other Options Considered lists the alternative options that were considered during the PAA to
resolve the issue.

Dependencies  describes how implementation of the recommendation is reliant upon
implementation of other specified PAA recommendations.

National Review Feedback summarizes any key observations or corrections proposed by reviewers
of the report recommendations.

The recommendations that follow are ordered based on which compliance and enforcement process
they primarily effect. They are listed in the following order: 

1. evaluation/inspection Policy Procedural Issues (PPIs);
2. violation PPIs;
3. enforcement PPIs; and
4. other PPIs.

No specific importance or priority should be inferred from this ordering.
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Evaluation/Inspection Policy and Procedure Issues
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PPI # 1   Tracking Of Commitments and Initiatives

Program Need
States need the ability to track and determine their progress in
meeting internal and external priorities that collectively constitute the
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA), Categorical Agreement, or 
Performance Partnership Agreement (PPA), specific commitments 
to State legislatures, and specific Regional and/or State initiatives.
Regions also need the ability to track their progress on commitments
within EPA, as well as an easy way of monitoring their States’
progress on their commitments/initiatives.

Problem Analysis
Typically, RCRA implementers have commitments/initiatives that they must meet for oversight agencies
on an annual basis.  Implementers have expressed the need to track these commitments/initiatives as a
baseline within the national system and to be able to indicate that an evaluation/inspection meets a
commitment/initiative, as well as the type of commitment/initiative that has been met.  This PPI can be
complicated due to rules about what satisfies a commitment/initiative.  For example, Organization A is
required to perform 10 LQG inspections, but not all of the inspected sites were LQGs.  Alternatively, 10
visits to the same LQG will not meet the 10 LQG commitment/initiative requirement.

Currently there are no national data outputs to track the yearly commitments/initiatives.

This issue was initially discussed as a result of the WIN/INFORMED Program Evaluation (PE)
Program Area Analysis (PAA).  At that time, it was determined that this issue should be handled as
part of both the Handler Monitoring and Assistance PAA and the Permitting and Corrective Action
PAA.

It is possible that the formats and requirements in MOA’s or PPA’s can differ between States within
one Region as well as between States in different Regions.  This is because a basic premise of these
commitments/initiatives is that they allow for a certain degree of “customization” of activities for each
implementer dependant on their needs.  There are, however, certain types of evaluation/inspection
activities that are common to all commitments in order to achieve some sort of national consistency.  To
that end, a format that allows these nationally consistent requirements to be entered into the national
database to be tracked and tabulated would enable a State to quickly and accurately determine its
commitment activities status.  This would be particularly beneficial for States and Regions during the
End-of-Year Review.  However, States and Regions must keep in mind that this tracking mechanism
can only be used for those sites that have an EPA ID number as identified in PPI # 25.  Therefore, this
mechanism will be more applicable to LQGs, TSDs, and other more standard commitments than some
other initiatives such as non-notifiers and permit evaders.

Recommendation
This recommendation has two dimensions:  
1. Allow implementers to enter their organization’s commitment/initiative requirements into

RCRAInfo with the ability to identify specific sites for commitments, initiatives and targeting.
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2. Allow  implementers to identify at the evaluation level the selected activity that meets a
specified commitment/initiative requirement.

To accomplish this, the Team recommends:
1. The following three fields be added to the evaluation record:

Commitment/Initiative Year, 
Commitment/Initiative Type, and 
Commitment/Initiative Type Description.

2. These commitment/initiative data fields can be set yearly as fiscal year commitments and
initiatives change.

3. These commitment/initiative data fields will be repeating fields that will maintain history for all
years entered so as to be available for reporting purposes. 

4. The use of these commitment/initiative data fields would be Optional (not nationally required).
Implementers can choose to enter them or can continue with their own approach to tracking
commitments/initiatives.  

5. The commitment/initiative data fields will only be released to the public after the evaluation has
begun and has been entered into the data system. It would be considered enforcement sensitive
before the evaluation begins. 

6. This recommendation is only for new commitments/initiatives as of the implementation date of
this recommendation. This recommendation does not request previous year’s commitments,
initiatives or accomplishments be added to the national data system.

How this recommendation is envisioned to work:
Implementers would be able to enter a blank evaluation record containing only the three
commitment/initiative fields above as a placeholder indicating that this site is part of the
commitments/initiatives identified for that year. The implementers will be able to enter multiple
commitments/initiatives for each evaluation record.  When doing evaluation data entry for
a site, the blank evaluation record indicating that this site was identified as part of a
commitment/initiative would be displayed.  The implementer would have the option of entering
the evaluation information on the same record as the commitment/initiative, or if the evaluation
was not to be counted as part of the commitment/initiative, the implementer could create a new
evaluation record.  Both evaluation records containing commitment/initiative information and
blank evaluation records which only have commitment/initiative information, would always be
displayed on the evaluation list screen.

Commitment/initiative records (whether or not the evaluation portion is blank or filled in) can be
modified, deleted or added at anytime. In order for each evaluation/inspection to be counted
towards a commitment/initiative, the commitment/initiative portion of that evaluation record must
be filled in.

Commitment/initiative information will be considered enforcement sensitive until the
evaluation corresponding to it has begun (has an evaluation start date). Only after the
evaluation has begun will commitment/initiative information be released to the public.

There will be a table of headquarters’ defined commitment/initiative types. This table will also
allow Regions to enter specific Regional commitment/initiative types and States to enter their
State specific commitments/initiatives. Examples of headquarter’s defined
commitments/initiatives would be: Permit Evaders, Hazardous Waste Recyclers, and Wood
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Treaters. Examples of Regional/State commitments/initiatives could be: Great Lakes initiative,
Universities initiative, Hospitals initiative, etc.

Reports would be provided in the system to allow States and Regions to QA/QC and assess
their progress in meeting their commitments/initiatives during the course of the fiscal year.
Headquarters reports’ will use the evaluation start date to determine the commitments/initiatives
for the federal fiscal year. In the case of commitments/initiatives which have not been met yet,
the commitment/initiative year will be used. (See PPI # 3, Day Zero Definition, for a complete
discussion of evaluation start and end dates.) Regions and States can use either the evaluation
start date or the commitment/initiative year for their reporting purposes depending on the
specific Regional/State agreements. (See Reports section for description of proposed report.)

Pros:
This functionality will provide HQ, Regions, and States with an automated mechanism for
identifying commitment/initiative activities for both implementer oversight as well as general
program analysis. This also allows States the ability to know exactly where they are in meeting
their commitments/initiatives. This functionality would be provided as a tool for implementers for
the management of their program.

Cons:
Structure changes and data entry changes required. 

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in information
quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated community. The following
alternative solutions were considered:

1) Status Quo:
Leave everything as it is. 

Pros:
This option requires no additional analysis, design, or implementation work.  This will save time,
effort, and money initially (one time savings only for HQ) but will be offset in the long run by
extra yearly expenditures for implementers.  

Cons:
This problem was identified in the PE PAA and will continue to exist.  National data system
users will continue to not be able to automatically determine the status of commitment/initiative
activities.  Status must either be determined manually, or States will need to use their own time
and resources to attempt to manipulate the data.  This will lead to inconsistent approaches
nationally.  Regions and EPA HQ will receive inconsistent data from States.  Conflicting results
between Regions’ and States’ analyses of the data in the system may be another outcome
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2) Contract Specific Programming:
Use contract specific programming from EPA, Region, State staff, or 3rd party to customize
commitment/initiative tracking for each State.  Attempt to acquire the time and resources of a
Regional computer expert or an internal State staff member; or use a contractor to customize
some reports for the national system. 

Pros:
With this option, States get useful customized reports to suit their commitment/initiative tracking
needs. 

Cons:
This scenario has not been successfully implemented historically.  Time and resource
constraints on State and Regional staff may be too great.  If national consistency (to some
degree with common basic activities) is desired, this approach will not optimize this strategy.
Also, customized programming from State to State would be wasteful, since each implementer
would be reinventing the wheel.

3) Track Basic National Commitment/Initiative: 
Incorporate commitment/initiative tracking and reporting features in RCRAInfo’s Compliance
and Enforcement module in order to pull basic reports on fundamental activities in RCRA
programs that are identified in all PPA’s nationally.  

Pros:
This is a more simplified approach to the problem that takes less time and resources.  EPA HQ,
Regions, and States will be looking at nationally consistent outputs.  

Cons:
Identifying nationally consistent basic tracking items (or activities common to all) may be
difficult.  Any items unique between States and Regions in their PPA’s will not be included in
this approach and this may result in a continued need by States for some degree of custom
programming or manual reporting.  Any changes to commitment/initiative tracking requirements
in the future could result in more difficulties with time and resources at a national level for the
amount of reprogramming involved.

Dependencies
None.

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction:
For implementers choosing to track this data, this PPI will result in a savings of time being spent
on tracking initiatives and grant commitments between agencies to verify commitment
accomplishments.
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Streamlining:
Allows the process to proceed in a more efficient manner and will better assure grant
commitments are being tracked.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
None.   

Structure Changes:
Add three new data fields to the evaluation record: Commitment/Initiative Year,
Commitment/Initiative Type, and Commitment/Initiative Type Description. These fields will
allow for multiple entries per site and multiple entries per evaluation.  These are repeating fields
that will maintain history. The use of these fields are Optional.  There is no requirement to enter
historical data for these fields.  These are only for new commitments/initiatives.

Translator Load Changes:
The translator load program will need to be modified to accept these three new
commitments/initiatives fields from implementers.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
The evaluation list screen and the evaluation add and update screens will need to be modified.

Look-up Tables:
There will be a look-up table containing HQ defined values for commitment/initiative type and
description.  This look-up table will allow implementer defined values.

Reports:
There will be a report provided in RCRAInfo that will help implementers to: QA/QC their
commitment/initiative data and to check the status of their progress in meeting their entered
commitments/initiatives. See Reports Section of this report for a description of the proposed
report.

Public Access:
These three new commitments/initiatives fields will be released to the public only after the
evaluation has begun, has an evaluation start date.  Before this, the new commitments/initiatives
fields will be considered enforcement sensitive.

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
11

Can live with
3

Agree
5

Can live with
15 34

Absolutely cannot
live with 2 1 3
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Most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally proposed.
Therefore, the HMA PAA presented its original recommendation to the WIN/INFORMED Executive
Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 2   Timeliness of Inspection Reports and Data Entry for
      Joint Inspections

Program Need
Responsible agencies need to provide their data to national systems in a
timely fashion to ensure that the needs posed by dependent processes, 
such as linking evaluations and enforcement actions, are adequately
supported.

Problem Analysis 
Some joint inspections are routinely conducted between EPA Regions and States.  When the two
agencies share the responsibilities for such activities as citing of violations and/or enforcement lead, time
delay issues occur if one entity does not complete the inspection report in a timely manner or does not
enter information into RCRAInfo in a timely manner. For example, the Region may be the lead during
the site inspection and have the responsibility of entering the initial evaluation and inspection data into
RCRAInfo.  The State then takes the enforcement lead but is held back from entering enforcement
activities into the RCRAInfo data system because the inspection and associated violations are not in the
system; therefore the enforcement action cannot be linked to the respective violations.  This timeliness
issue can be exacerbated when EPA inspectors enter a State and perform several joint inspections in a
row to conserve effort. This effort can result in a significant amount of work that the EPA inspector
must complete, while the State awaits final determination of the inspections/violations in order for them
to take enforcement.

The untimeliness of inspection report completion and data entry may also result in the implementer
failing to meet the enforcement response time frames under the 1996 Hazardous Waste Civil
Enforcement Response Policy (“ERP”).  Although the 1996 ERP does not specifically address the issue
of inspection report timeliness, the ERP does establish a 90-day deadline (beginning with the evaluation
start date) for the implementing agency to determine the appropriate enforcement response.  If an
implementer approaches or exceeds the allotted 90 days to complete and submit the report for data
entry, this may prevent the implementer from meeting the initial and possibly subsequent enforcement
time frames under the 1996 ERP.

Team members identified several approaches on how their organizations handle this situation.  It was
noted by the State of South Carolina that their MOA specifies timeliness requirements for both parties.
Several Team members noted that on “joint” inspections they tend to designate one lead party for the
entire evaluation/violation/enforcement process. If the other party participates in the inspection activity,
it tends to be purely in an oversight, support, or training role.

In other cases, one agency assumes the lead role while the other agency takes responsibility for only
those areas not covered by the authority of the lead agency.  For instance, EPA may be designated as
the lead responsible agency for all federal RCRA issues while the State may assume the lead role for all
State-only regulatory compliance matters.  Or, the State may take on lead responsible agency for all
RCRA areas they are authorized for and EPA assumes lead responsibility for only the areas of RCRA
that are not State-authorized such as HSWA provisions, etc.
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Recommendation 
The Team discussed this issue and the options, but there was no consensus that this PPI needed to go
forward since no one on the Team had problems related to this issue.  It was determined that it would
be sent out for comment during the National Review phase with the following questions posed to
determine to what degree this is a problem for other implementers.

Questions to Reviewers:
1. Is timeliness of evaluation/inspection data entry related to joint inspections

an issue for your organization?
2. If so, what impacts has it had on your organization?
3. What approaches have you used to address the issue?
4. Do you consider this issue one that needs to be addressed as part of a

national effort, or is it best handled between affected agencies?

A review of the national comments showed the following information:

Question #1 – No (30)
         Sometimes (4)
         Yes (1)

Question #4 -  Handled by affected agencies (18)
           National Effort (5)

Based on the comments, there appears to be no real national concern regarding this issue.  Most
commenters felt that this problem is isolated and should be worked out between the agencies directly
involved with the case.  No specific recommendation regarding this PPI will be forwarded by the team
since the ERP and most MOUs and MOAs between States and Regions can be used to address any
concerns by implementers.

Clarification of data entry when both agencies participate in the inspection:
Regardless of the answers to the above questions, the Team wishes to clarify the data entry
procedures associated with joint inspections.  In an instance where EPA conducts a full RCRA
Compliance Evaluation Inspection (CEI) and the State implementer conducts an inspection of
auxiliary requirements outside of the federal RCRA purview, then EPA should enter a CEI in
RCRAInfo and the State implementer should enter a Focused Compliance Inspection (FCI) in
RCRAInfo (if applicable). (See PPI # 6, Inconsistent Data Entry & Codification of
Evaluations for a complete discussion of FCI Focused Compliance Inspection).  In an instance
where both EPA and the State conduct an inspection addressing different areas of the RCRA
requirements, then both implementers should enter a CEI inspection.  When RCRAInfo shows
two evaluations conducted on the same date by different implementers (EPA and State), then
that will indicate that a joint inspection was conducted.

When both EPA and the State are performing parts of an inspection, the inspection is defined as
a “Joint Inspection.”  See PPI # 6 for a description of when a specific entity performs an
‘accompanying’ role during an inspection.
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Pros: 
This option would ensure that if both implementers (EPA and State), conducted evaluations on
the same date, RCRAInfo would clearly indicate who conducted a CEI or an FCI or that a joint
inspection was conducted.

Cons: 
This may require some implementers to change their procedures for entering joint inspections.

Other Options Considered 
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in information
quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated community. The following
alternative solutions were considered:

1) Pre-designate lead – lead has responsibility for the entire process: 
The State and Region decide prior to, or at the time of the inspection, which agency will take the
enforcement action.  That agency will then bear the responsibility of writing the inspection
report, entering data into RCRAInfo, and taking the enforcement action.  The other agency will
provide technical input to the agency taking the action.  The lead enforcement agency will
commit to completing the enforcement activities in accordance with the 1996 ERP and data
should be entered into RCRAInfo in accordance with the State’s commitment to EPA.  

Pros: 
With this option the agency taking the enforcement lead also has the full responsibility of report
writing and data entry and is not held up while  waiting for the other agency to enter data into the
data system.  

Cons: 
The agency not taking the lead would not have any control over activities listed in RCRAInfo
even though they have expended resources on participating in the inspection.

2) Status quo  (Status quo may be different for all Regions and States): 
Leave the resolution of this issue up to affected parties. This option would not result in a change
in policy, and existing concerns for States would continue.

Pros: 
Interaction between States and Regions would be left to the implementing partners to work out.

Cons: 
There would be no national consistency.

3) Default lead organization (State): 
For all joint evaluations/inspections conducted in authorized States, the State will automatically
be the lead (unless they specifically request that the Region be the lead) for writing the report
and issuing enforcement actions.  Data entry and enforcement time lines will be in accordance
with the 1996 ERP and the State’s commitment to EPA.  The authorized States will have the
option to be the enforcement lead on all inspections that they conduct or participate in.
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Pros: 
This will alleviate the States’ concern about waiting on the Region to complete the activities.   

Cons: 
This option may cause the Region a problem with their own commitments.  If the State chooses
to become the lead on all of the inspections that the Region is committed to inspecting and
taking enforcement on, the Region may be unable to meet their commitments to Headquarters.

Dependencies
PPI # 6  Inconsistent Data Entry and Codification of Evaluations

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations

Streamlining:
Better and more efficient streamlining of data entry by agencies.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
For joint inspections, the lead agency will enter CEI and the other agency enters an FCI.  If
both agencies conduct a full evaluation, then both enter a CEI.  If both agencies only conduct a
partial inspection, both would enter a FCI.

Structure Changes:
None.

Translator Load Changes:
None.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
None.

Reports:
No changes.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.
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National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
9

Can live with
4

Agree
4

Can live with
0 17

Absolutely cannot
live with 9 3 12

Most States and Regions supported or could live with the recommendation concerning “the clarification
of data entry when both agencies participate in the inspection” as originally proposed. Therefore, the
HMA PAA presented its original recommendation to the WIN/INFORMED Executive Steering
Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 3   Day Zero Definition

Program Need
The current 1996 Hazardous Waste Civil Enforcement Response Policy
(ERP) considers the first day of the Evaluation to be the date the “clock
starts ticking” for assessing timeliness of enforcement response.
Currently, RCRAInfo defines the Evaluation Date as the first day of the
evaluation/inspection. This approach, when considering the enforcement
response timeline identified in the current ERP, does not reflect the
realities of the RCRA program where evaluations of compliance status
may require multiple site visits over a period of time, or an extended
period of time is needed to collect all the information necessary for a
violation determination.  This current approach also is inconsistent with the Environmental Data
Standards Council’s (EDSC) “Standard Data Elements for Enforcement/Compliance” dated April 26,
2002, which define the Compliance Monitoring Date as the date the inspection or investigation was
completed. The ERP should reflect the realities of implementing the RCRA program, as well as
accommodate the  need for consistency across regulatory programs, in the definition of day zero.

Problem Analysis
The date of evaluation/inspection is a critical data element for several reasons. The public wants to be
assured that industries and businesses are compliant with current regulations and therefore are
interested in both how often inspections are conducted and whether or not the regulated site is currently
compliant. Regulators are charged with the responsibility of ensuring that the regulated site is complying
with current regulations and that compliance histories are accurate so that both permitting and
enforcement decisions can be appropriately evaluated.  

States and Regions are evaluated on the timeliness of their enforcement responses based upon the
evaluation date (first day of the evaluation), which is defined in the 1996 ERP as “Day Zero.” Other
program policies (air, public drinking water, and NPDES) appear to use a “determination date” as “Day
Zero” rather than the inspection date.  The Air program’s “Policy on Timely and Appropriate
Enforcement Response to High Priority Violators” defines “Day Zero” as no later than 45 days after
the discovering agency first received information concerning a Federally enforceable violation. Public
Drinking Water does not have a document publicly available that clearly defines “Day Zero.”  Under the
Texas/EPA Drinking Water agreement, an enforcement action must be taken within eight months after
the end of the quarter in which the violation was discovered. The NPDES program also does not have a
document publicly available that defines “Day Zero.” However, under the Texas/EPA agreement, an
order must be issued within 90 days from the date a Significant Non-Complier (SNC) violation has been
identified.

Since issuance of the 1996 ERP, the definition of evaluation date has been the first day of inspection,
regardless of how long it takes to complete an inspection. The 1984 and 1987 ERPs used the last day of
inspection, so this has been a relatively new definition. The experience of States and Regions is that
using the first day of inspection is problematic because the RCRA regulations are so complex that
routine inspections normally take more than one day to complete.  In many situations, where multiple
regulated units are managed at one site, the inspection can take a week to 2 weeks to complete,
occasionally longer. (See  PPI # 6,  CEI- definition and PPI # 11, Determining Violation Dates and
Capturing Violations for discussions on determination of violation dates.) As a result of this, the State
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or Region may be unable to meet the 1996 ERP time frames and must categorize the case as an
exception to the ERP time frames.  Although the 1996 ERP allows “up to 20% of the enforcement
cases to exceed the standard response times,” the States “must prepare a brief justification for the delay
and develop an alternative schedule for case resolution.” Consequently, this becomes a resource issue
for both agencies. The States and Regions prefer that these exceedances be restricted to the more
complex legal issues that the 1996 ERP allows, rather than using these exceedances for the larger, more
complex inspections that are conducted on a regular basis.  For example, the enforcement case may or
may not be complex; in some situations, the only reason for the exceedance is simply because the
evaluation/inspection was complex.

This issue is particularly critical at this time since all State and Federal agencies are faced with limited
resources. We are all being asked to “do more with less” and most agencies have already exhausted
any streamlining options. In addition, we are being asked to target regulated sites that are expected to be
noncompliant (non-notifiers, etc.) thereby increasing the enforcement workload, although no additional
resources are available. The only feasible result is that time frames will be delayed.  The Team
recognizes, however, that most on-site RCRA inspections are completed in 1 or 2 days with larger more
complex sites possibly lasting 1 - 2 weeks.

Recommendation
Comments received during National Review did not support changing Day Zero to an “evaluation end
date”.  Therefore, the team recommends utilizing the same milestones, however, there needs to be
additional time added to encompass the complexities of certain standard RCRA evaluations and lack of
resources that is currently plaguing both States and Regions.  The Team recognizes that determining
compliance incorporates not only the on-site inspection activities, but also other information gathering
activities, such as sampling and information requests, that take additional time to complete, depending
upon the complexity of the evaluation.  By allowing additional time to initiate enforcement actions, the
Team is not stating that all actions should necessarily take the entire amount of time, but provides
flexibility for the evaluations that do require more time.  This recommendation encourages States and
Regions to ensure that timely and appropriate enforcement continues to be a priority while striving to
determine violations and entering them into RCRAInfo as quickly as possible.  
 
The draft ERP would have to be modified slightly from its current language to reflect the increase in
timeframes.  This would eliminate the need for implementers to “game” the system by entering an extra
evaluation for examining the sample results, to set the day zero to a value that is later than the
originating evaluation.

Recommendation:
Evaluation Start Date the first day of the original inspection/evaluation.
Day Zero the evaluation start date.
Date Violation Determined no later than 150 days from the evaluation start date

(Day Zero).
Initial Action Filed no later than 240 days from the evaluation start date

(Day Zero).
Final Action Filed no later than 360 days from the evaluation start date

(Day Zero).
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How would this work?
The evaluation start date (Day Zero) would be the first day of the evaluation/inspection and the
implementers would have up to 150 days to complete the evaluation and determine whether or not a
violation(s) has occurred, with the understanding that implementers must determine violation(s) as
quickly as possible.

To summarize the implications of this recommendation:

Evaluation  » max. time  º  Date Violation    
Start Date       150 days          Determined       
(Day Zero)                                                      

Evaluation                            » max. time  º      Initial Action  
Start Date                                   240 days                Filed 
(Day Zero)                                                          

Evaluation                                                             » max. time º      Final Action  
Start Date                                                                  360 days                Filed
(Day Zero) 

Evaluation  » max. time  º Date Violation  » max. time º Initial Action » max. time º Final Action 
Start Date       150 days         Determined           90 days           Filed             120 days           Filed
(Day Zero)  

Pros:
This recommendation would not require any changes to RCRAInfo and would result in a more
realistic timeliness assessment of an implementer’s enforcement response.

Cons:
This recommendation  would not be consistent with the Environmental Data Standards
Council’s (EDSC) “Standard Data Elements for Enforcement/Compliance” dated April 26,
2002, which defines the Compliance Monitoring Date as the date the inspection or investigation
was completed. Would require changes to the 1996 ERP. This recommendation would result in
a shift in timeliness assessments when compared to previous years.

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in information
quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated community. The following
alternative solutions were considered:

1) Capture the Evaluation End Date as Day Zero: 
The date that starts the clock ticking in the 1996 ERP as “Day Zero” should be changed to the
evaluation end date. The date that all requisite information is made available would be termed the
Evaluation End Date. This would require that both a Start Date and an End Date be included in the
CM&E data module. The Start Date would be considered the first day of the original
evaluation/inspection and the End Date would be the day that all the information necessary for the
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determination of the compliance status was made available to complete the basic evaluation/inspection.
To accomplish this the Team recommends that the evaluation end date (and Day Zero) should be no
longer than 90 days after the start of the evaluation (the evaluation start date). The Team recognizes
that determining compliance incorporates not only the on-site inspection activities, but also other
information gathering activities, such as sampling and information requests, that take additional time to
complete, depending upon the complexity of the evaluation.  The Team also believes that, in most cases,
all information necessary to complete the evaluation can be obtained within a 90-day time frame.  All
implementers must continue to ensure that evaluations do not take an unnecessarily long time to
complete and to ensure that the timely and appropriate enforcement of violations discovered as a result
of the extended evaluation are addressed.
 
The draft ERP would have to be modified slightly from its current language to reflect that the day zero
is the evaluation end date which should be no longer than 90 days after the start of the evaluation.  This
would eliminate the need for implementers to “game” the system by entering an extra evaluation for
examining the sample results, to set the day zero to a value that is later than the originating evaluation.

To summarize:
Evaluation Start Date would be the first day of the original

inspection/evaluation.
Evaluation End Date the date that all information is available to make a

determination of the compliance status of the site,
but, should be no later than 90 days after the
evaluation start date.

Day Zero would be the evaluation end date.

The Team discussed the length of time involved in the investigative process (how long does it take to get
everything you need to determine the compliance status of a site: sampling, information requests, etc.)
and came up with two proposals:

1. Put a time limit on how long implementers would have between the evaluation start date
and the evaluation end date (day zero); and 

2. Put no time limit at all on how long implementers would have between the evaluation
start date and the evaluation end date (day zero);   

The Team vote was : 2 states, 1 region, OSW and OECA voting for option # 1 and 2 states and
1 region voting for option # 2.

Having decided on imposing a time limit between the evaluation start and end dates, the Team then
discussed using different time frames and the consequences of each.  Time frames discussed were: 60
days, 90 days, or proposing, like the current draft ERP, a narrative which says: “In some circumstances
(e.g., an unusual number of new SNCs are discovered and require sampling and analysis), the
implementing agency may seek an alternative ceiling (i.e., greater than 20%) from meeting the standard
response times.”  

How would this work?
The evaluation start date would be the first day of the evaluation/inspection and the implementers would
have up to 90 days to obtain all information needed to complete the evaluation/investigative process and
enter the evaluation end date. This evaluation end date will be day zero for timeliness purposes and will
be when the “clock starts ticking”. As explained in PPI # 11, the implementers would then have an
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additional 60 days from the evaluation end date (day zero) to determine violations, with the
understanding that implementers must determine violations as quickly as possible.

To summarize the implications of this recommendation:

evaluation    »      maximum time    º       Evaluation     »      maximum time    º       Date Violation
start date                    90 days                     End date                   60 days                         must be 
                                                                (Day Zero)                                                 determined by

Pros:
The new ERP would be consistent with the Environmental Data Standards Council’s (EDSC)
“Standard Data Elements for Enforcement/Compliance” dated April 26, 2002, which defines the
Compliance Monitoring Date as the date the inspection or investigation was completed. This
approach would make the RCRA program more consistent with compliance programs for other
media and, therefore, more consistent with national data standards. This would prove beneficial
for those organizations attempting to integrate/standardize their compliance efforts across all
media. Currently, RCRA is the exception to the rule in its definition of Day Zero, which causes
problems for integrated compliance efforts. This approach and the addition of the data point
would allow data systems to better reflect the effort involved in the assessment of compliance
status through the use of evaluation start and end dates.

Cons:
Would require changes to the 1996 ERP (although prior versions were consistent with this).
This recommendation would result in a shift in timeliness assessments when compared to
previous years.

2) Use Violation Determined Date as Day Zero: 
In addition to changing the definition of “date of evaluation” to reflect the actual completion of
the evaluation (as described in Option 1 above, which was the originally proposed
recommendation), the date of evaluation should not be used as “Day Zero”.  Instead, “Day
Zero” should be defined in the ERP as the Date of Determination of a Violation, which would
allow sufficient time for data gathering and sample results.  

Pros: 
The ERP would be more consistent with other program response policies regarding timeliness,
as opposed to using the first day of the evaluation, which is current policy.

Cons:  
Would require changes to the ERP. In addition, this would result in confusion for the
implementers in instances where there are multiple violation determined dates but one
enforcement response.

2) Status Quo: 
Make no changes in current definition of Day Zero and do not collect an evaluation/inspection
end date.
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Pros: 
No changes to the ERP or RCRAInfo would be necessary.

Cons:  
The ERP will continue to be inconsistent with other program policies and the EDSC Data
Standards. States and Regions will continue to have to provide variance explanations for
enforcement matters due to the complexity of the inspection, rather than the complexity of the
enforcement matter. Implementers will continue to employ data entry work-a-rounds to achieve
a day zero that reflects the realities of the program. This option would continue the
inconsistency in the day zero definition when compared to other regulatory programs.

Dependencies
PPI # 6 Inconsistent Data Entry and Codification of Evaluations,
PPI # 11 Determining Violation Dates and Capturing Violations, 
and the Hazardous Waste Civil Enforcement Response Policy (ERP).

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations

Data Quality Improvement:
Data will more accurately reflect the evaluation process and implementers will not need to
“game” the system to meet achievable goals.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
The evaluation start date (Day Zero) would be the first day of the evaluation/inspection and the
implementers would have up to  150 days to determine whether or not a violation has occurred,
with the understanding that implementers must determine violations as quickly as possible. Then
the implementers would have 90 days to file the Initial Action (240 days from the evaluation
start date: Day Zero) and the implementer would then have 120 days to file the Final Action
(360 days from the evaluation start date: Day Zero).

Structure Changes:
No structure changes required. The current evaluation date would be renamed to evaluation
start date.

Translator Load Changes:
No translator load changes required.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
No data entry screen changes required, except for the name change for evaluation start date.

Reports:
Reports that are designed to determine timeliness will need to have the timeframe calculations
changed.
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Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
9

Can live with
8

Agree
1

Can live with
4 22

Absolutely can not
live with 11 8

19

Although a majority of States and Regions supported or could live with the recommendation as originally
proposed, significant concern was expressed regarding collection of the new data element  “evaluation
end date” and changing Day Zero to the evaluation end date.  Therefore, the HMA PAA revised its
original recommendation to maintain just an evaluation start date, which will be Day Zero, and add
additional time to the timeliness milestones as follows: 

Date Violation Determined no later than 150 days from the evaluation start date (Day
Zero)

Initial Action Filed no later than 240 days from the evaluation start day (Day Zero)
Final Action Filed no later than 360 days from the evaluation start date (Day

Zero)
This new recommendation is consistent with the ASTSWMO recommendation that was accepted by the
current ERP workgroup revising the 1996 ERP. This revised recommendation was presented to the
WIN/INFORMED Executive Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 4   Capturing Compliance Assistance Data

Program Need
Over the last several years, nearly all RCRA implementers have initiated some form of compliance
assistance program to supplement the traditional compliance monitoring and enforcement aspect of their
program. However, inconsistencies exist in the manner that these activities are captured in the national
data system. The Team believes that guidance is needed to assist implementers in addressing the
capture of data reflecting the findings associated with these activities. Implementers recognize the value
of compliance assistance as a tool to achieve compliance, which is the implementer’s primary goal.  In
addition, implementers have a need to capture compliance assistance activities in RCRAInfo to more
accurately reflect the full range of tools and activities utilized by implementers to achieve compliance.

Problem Analysis
State and regional personnel are often called upon to go to a site and supply regulatory information
and/or compliance assistance.  These site visits may be either voluntary (requested by the site) or
involuntary (initiated by the implementer).  Different implementers may have different objectives for
these activities.  The purpose of these visits may be to provide assistance on new regulations, to conduct
an abbreviated RCRA inspection that addresses the more significant RCRA regulatory requirements, to
reach a certain business/industrial sector that may have a higher rate of non-compliance with new or
existing requirements, or various other objectives.  These visits also are often used to provide guidance
on waste minimization and pollution prevention.  However, one common objective across all
implementers is to promote and achieve compliance within the regulated community.  Compliance
assistance efforts are generally initiated without the threat of formal enforcement, but can be terminated
if significant problems are encountered or where the site fails to make appropriate efforts to operate in a
compliant manner.

Although not officially considered compliance monitoring inspections, these visits are often conducted in
the same manner as a Compliance Evaluation Inspection (CEI) with the agency staff person performing
a physical assessment of the site and a review of records.  While finding “less significant” violations
does not generally create a problem with using the compliance assistance format, finding other more
environmentally significant violations may necessitate termination of the compliance assistance visit in
order to comply with the Hazardous Waste Civil Enforcement Response Policy (ERP).  If the
implementer observes more significant violations that may cause the site to be classified as a Significant
Non-Complier (SNC), then formal enforcement may be the appropriate response to the findings as
indicated in the ERP.  However, the Team believes that policy on this issue is unclear and perhaps non-
existent since the ERP fails to extend beyond compliance monitoring inspections to other compliance
facilitating activities such as Compliance Assistance Visits.  Regardless, Compliance Assistance Visits
should never be conducted in lieu of a CEI or other compliance monitoring inspection.

The Team believes that the distinction between compliance assistance and compliance monitoring and
enforcement is currently very confusing due to inadequate guidance and definitions.  The Team believes
that the definition of Compliance Assistance Visit as proposed in PPI # 6 is a solid first step in guidance
clarification while providing consistency with OECA’s expectations.  Further guidance is needed to
address how Compliance Assistance Visits should be entered in RCRAInfo and how compliance
issues/problems discovered during a Compliance Assistance Visit should be addressed and captured in
RCRAInfo.
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Some implementers conduct compliance assistance activities via their traditional RCRA inspectors while
others may conduct compliance assistance through a separate “non-regulatory” office (i.e., Office of
Small Business, Office of Pollution Prevention, etc.) or some combination of the two.  The Team
believes that compliance assistance activities conducted under the auspices of a confidentiality
agreement via a small business or local government assistance program (sometimes referred to as
amnesty programs) should not be included in RCRAInfo.  

It should be noted that Compliance Assistance Visits are not compliance monitoring evaluations and, as
such, do not qualify as an activity which would meet grant/MOA commitments for conducting
compliance monitoring evaluations.  Compliance Assistance Visits are a type of compliance assistance
activity and, as such, would help satisfy any compliance assistance grant/MOA commitments that may
exist for conducting such activities.  

Another concern with compliance assistance activities is the tracking of findings (i.e., violations or
deficiencies) in RCRAInfo.  In most cases, compliance assistance visits are entered into RCRAInfo as
a “CAV” evaluation type (see PPI # 6 for a discussion on evaluation types).  Traditionally, most of the
non-compliance issues identified in these assistance activities have not resulted in the issuance of a
formal enforcement action.  Some implementers may consider instances of non-compliance during
Compliance Assistance Visits to be deficiencies, issues, or problems (as opposed to the more traditional
term “violation”) while other states may consider those same instances to be violations.  Similarly, some
implementers put the specific deficiencies/violations into RCRAInfo while others do not.  These
inconsistencies are further compounded by the concern that entry of information about a site not being in
compliance may raise legal issues concerning the appropriateness of not taking an official enforcement
response.  The Team believes that guidance is needed to ensure that the data present in the national
data system is consistent across all implementers so that users may conduct an accurate analysis of the
data. 

The following RCRAInfo issues need to be addressed in order to achieve consistency among the states
and regions concerning compliance assistance for these activities:

1. Is it appropriate to identify a violation, deficiency, or compliance issue or problem at a site during
a compliance assistance visit and not document it in the RCRAInfo data system since it will not
be cited in a formal enforcement action?

2. Is it appropriate to document the violation information in the data system where the public and
other businesses may see it if, in fact, it is not going to be pursued in a formal action?

Recommendation
The Team believes that all on-site compliance assistance activities (with the exception of those
conducted under the auspices of a confidentiality agreement via a small business or local government
assistance program or where prohibited by state statute), as well as a general statement as to the site’s
compliance status, should continue to be tracked in RCRAInfo as shared data, regardless of the specific
office within the implementing agency that conducts the assistance.  Such non-inspection activities
should be captured in RCRAInfo under the Compliance Assistance Visit type code (See PPI # 6 for a
full definition of this code.).

When entering the Compliance Assistance Visit information, the implementer should also indicate if
compliance issues/problems were found, including any that were returned to compliance during the
Compliance Assistance Visit, but should not provide specific detail as to what those issues/problems
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were.  To accomplish this, the Team recommends that a prompt be developed for use exclusively with
Compliance Assistance Visits that would pose a question about whether or not compliance issues were
discovered during the Compliance Assistance Visit.  This could be similar to the question about finding
violations currently used in RCRAInfo for most other evaluations, except that it would reference
“compliance issues/problems noted” instead of “violations found.”  The question should also provide
three response options: yes, no, and undetermined.  Regardless of the response, RCRAInfo should
prohibit entering additional specific violation data associated with a Compliance Assistance Visit.  The
following text is suggested for this question.

Did this Compliance Assistance Visit note  any compliance
issues/problems?

Yes
No
Undetermined 

Since compliance assistance is provided strictly for the purpose of assisting a site to operate in a
compliant manner and are, therefore, not considered compliance monitoring inspections, compliance
issues/problems discovered during a Compliance Assistance Visit should not be identified as “violations”
in RCRAInfo that would be subsequently linked to an enforcement response.  RCRAInfo should be
designed to prohibit the linking of Compliance Assistance Visits to violations.  Accordingly, the Team
believes that it is appropriate to stop the tracking of Compliance Assistance Visits at this point.  If
problems discovered during a Compliance Assistance Visit persist, they should be addressed by initiating
a compliance monitoring evaluation followed by an appropriate enforcement response. 

To further clarify, violations should not be linked to Compliance Assistance Visits.  No enforcement
actions should result from a Compliance Assistance Visit.  If compliance issues/problems originally
discovered during a Compliance Assistance Visit remain unaddressed or a very egregious violation is
discovered that requires an immediate enforcement response, the implementer should initiate a new
Compliance Monitoring evaluation  (such as a CEI) and base any enforcement response on that
Compliance Monitoring evaluation’s violation.  The new Compliance Monitoring evaluation should be
entered into RCRAInfo along with its associated violations.  The enforcement response would then be
linked to those violations.  If additional clarification is needed, notations can be made in the
comments/notes field that a Compliance Assistance Visit had preceded the Compliance Monitoring
evaluation.

Compliance assistance-related data (all compliance data associated with a Compliance Assistance Visit)
should be considered to be outside the time line provisions of the ERP since Compliance Assistance
Visits are not considered compliance monitoring inspections.  The entering of Compliance Assistance
Visits in RCRAInfo should continue until ICIS provides for the capture of site specific compliance
assistance activities from both states and EPA.

Release of Compliance Assistance Visit data is not protected as enforcement confidential and is,
therefore, able to be released to the public.  However, because Compliance Assistance Visits are not
compliance monitoring activities, such Compliance Assistance Visit data is not associated with violations
or enforcement actions of any kind.
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Pros:  
This would lead to more consistent data in RCRAInfo and the data would more accurately
reflect the distinction between compliance assistance activities and regulatory compliance
monitoring activities.  The data would also allow users to evaluate the effectiveness of
compliance assistance activities.

Cons: 
This option would require some implementers to reconsider how Compliance Assistance Visits
are conducted and tracked by their agency.

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in information
quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated community. The following
alternative solutions were considered:

1) All compliance assistance activities (with the exception of those
conducted under the auspices of a confidentiality agreement via a
small business or local government assistance program) would be
tracked in RCRAInfo and the evaluation type given and the violations
entered only if not RTC by the scheduled date  
Any violations found would not be entered into the data system initially.  Dates for returned to
compliance (RTC) would have to be set with the site, and the appropriate follow-up inspection
or records review done in order to document compliance.  If the site returns to compliance by
the scheduled date(s), the violations would not be entered into RCRAInfo and no enforcement
action would be issued.  If the site does not return to compliance by the given date(s), the state
or region will then proceed to enter the violations into RCRAInfo and issue an enforcement
action if such action is determined to be appropriate.

Pros:
Sites will have a chance to achieve compliance through the compliance assistance evaluation
without having a history of non-compliance entered into the national data system.

Cons:  
This option necessitates the use of a separate tracking system to ensure that violations are
returned to compliance by a certain date in order to clear the case.  Tracking RTC would be
very complicated.  Also, the RCRAInfo system will not be a true reflection of all of the
violations found and corrected through the use of compliance assistance visits.  

2) Status quo:  
States and regions will continue to enter information into RCRAInfo based on their individual
Standard Operating Principles (SOP).

Pros:  
No change to the system is needed and no additional resources are required.
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Cons:  
There is no consistency in how data is entered into the system.  Reports pulled from current
information will not be an accurate reflection of compliance assistance activities since there is
no standardization to data inputs.  Existing data inconsistencies and inaccuracies would continue
to exist.

3. Record Compliance Assistance Evaluations as both a Compliance
Assistance Evaluation and a CEI (or other compliance monitoring
type evaluation) in RCRAInfo
This option would allow implementers to record Compliance Assistance Evaluations as both a
Compliance Assistance Evaluation and as a CEI or other compliance monitoring type evaluation
(such as an FCI) in RCRAInfo.  Since, in many cases, the same review and evaluation process
is used to conduct a Compliance Assistance Evaluation as would be used to conduct a CEI or
other compliance monitoring evaluation/inspection, it was suggested that the responsible agency
should be allowed to count the activity as both a Compliance Assistance Evaluation and a
compliance monitoring evaluation.  By doing this, the agency could link violations discovered
during the activity to the compliance monitoring inspection (such as a CEI or FCI) and pursue
enforcement, as may be appropriate.  This option would also provide a record of the fact that
the site did receive a Compliance Assistance Evaluation.

Pros:
This option would allow all Compliance Assistance Evaluations to be counted and credit also be
given to an enforcement evaluation type such as a CEI.  States would be able to get credit for
both type activities without spending extra resources.  Enforcement could be pursued without
additional evaluation.

Cons:
This option would allow double counting of activities against grant commitments.  It would also
continue to create confusion in distinguishing between inspections (such as CEIs) and non-
inspection Compliance Assistance Evaluations since there would be no differentiation between
which activity was the Compliance Assistance Evaluation and which activities constituted the
CEI or other compliance monitoring type inspection.  Data would continue to be inconsistent as
not all implementers consider Compliance Assistance Evaluations and compliance monitoring
inspections to be interchangeable.

4. Delete Compliance Assistance Evaluation completely
This option would completely eliminate the tracking of Compliance Assistance Evaluations in
RCRAInfo.  Each implementer would be free to track compliance assistance activities
independently.  Only true compliance monitoring activities would be tracked in the system,
thereby eliminating any confusion in distinguishing between compliance assistance and
compliance monitoring activities.

Pros:
Compliance monitoring data would be consistent since no compliance assistance activities would
be tracked.  Confusion between compliance assistance and compliance monitoring would be
eliminated.
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Cons:
There would be no mechanism to track compliance assistance activities in RCRAInfo.  The
identified information need to track grant commitments and initiative activities in RCRAInfo can
not be satisfied unless Compliance Assistance Evaluations are tracked in the data system.
RCRAInfo would not provide an accurate and complete picture of the site history since there
would be no way of knowing, through the database, that the site had received a compliance
assistance visit and, as a result, might have some additional level of culpability if violations were
found during subsequent inspections.

5. Completely track all Compliance Assistance Evaluations, and all
related deficiencies and  informal enforcement actions 
This option would completely track all Compliance Assistance Evaluations conducted and would
document in RCRAInfo all deficiencies discovered during a Compliance Assistance Evaluation.
It would also track the RTC data for each deficiency and any informal enforcement action
which may be generated as a result of the deficiencies found.

Pros:
Compliance assistance data would be completely recorded in RCRAInfo, including complete
accounting for all deficiencies found during a Compliance Assistance Evaluation.

Cons:
Confusion would continue to exist concerning the distinction between compliance assistance and
compliance monitoring activities.  Entering all this data would be very resource intensive and
cumbersome.  There would continue to be confusion about the linkages between Compliance
Assistance Evaluation-discovered deficiencies and violations to be cited for the initiation of
future formal enforcement actions.

Dependencies
PPI # 6  Inconsistent Data Entry and Codification of Evaluations

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction:
This PPI will result in no burden reduction but will provide a better method to collect needed
data.

Streamlining:
The method to collect the data will help better streamline data collection for compliance
assistance data.

Data Quality Improvement:
This PPI improves accuracy of compliance assistance data in RCRAInfo and eliminates
confusion between compliance assistance data versus compliance monitoring data in the
database.
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Structure Changes:
Add a new data field to capture the response to the question: “Did this Compliance Assistance
Visit note any compliance issues/problems?” This field will allow for multiple entries per site.
This is a repeating field which will maintain history. The use of this field is mandatory/required
for Compliance Assistance Visits. There is no requirement to enter historical data for these
fields.  They are only for new Compliance Assistance Visits.  

Translator Load Changes:
The translator load program will need to be modified to accept this new field from
implementers.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
The evaluation add and update screens will need to be modified to present this question for all
Compliance Assistance Visits and not present the current found violation question.  The data
entry screens will also need to be modified to prevent Compliance Assistance Visits from being
linked to violations.

Look-up Tables:
There will be a look-up table containing HQ defined values for the question “Did this
Compliance Assistance Visit note any compliance issues/problems?”.  This look-up table will
not allow implementer defined values.

Reports:
No changes.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
12

Can live with
10

Agree
4

Can live with
4 30

Absolutely cannot
live with 5 2 7

Most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally proposed.
Therefore, the HMA PAA presented its original recommendation to the WIN/INFORMED Executive
Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 5   Designation of Significant Non-Compliers (SNC) in
RCRAInfo

Program Need 
The Team recognizes a need to determine the best method for 
designating an SNC in RCRAInfo. In addition, Implementers 
have raised the issue that inconsistencies exist concerning the 
tracking of Significant Non-Compliers (SNC) due to the shared 
responsibilities for SNC determination and tracking between 
States and Regions.  Currently, one agency can make the 
determination that a site is no longer an SNC (SNN = Not 
a Significant Non-complier) when they were not the originator of 
the SNC determination (SNY = A Significant Non-complier).  The Team believes there is a need to
clearly delineate the ownership of the determination and ensure that the originating agency is the ONLY
entity that can make the determination that a site is no longer an SNC.

Problem Analysis
The 1996 Hazardous Waste Civil Enforcement Response Policy (ERP) defines an SNC as: “those sites
which have caused actual exposure or a substantial likelihood of exposure to hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituents; are chronic or recalcitrant violators; or deviate substantially from the
terms of a permit, order, agreement or from RCRA statutory or regulatory requirements. The actual or
substantial likelihood of exposure should be evaluated using site specific environmental and exposure
information whenever possible. This may include evaluating potential exposure pathways and the
mobility and toxicity of the hazardous waste being managed. However, it should be noted that
environmental impact alone is sufficient to cause a site to be an SNC, particularly when the
environmental media affected require special protection (e.g., wetlands or sources of underground
drinking water). Sites should be evaluated on a multi-media basis; however, a site may be found to be a
chronic or recalcitrant violator based solely on prior RCRA violations and behavior”. 

Note:
This PPI is not concerned with the guidelines under which SNC
determinations are made (e.g., Compliance Action of Type X places a site in
SNC, or one should use considerations X, Y, Z when making the
determination).  That issue is addressed in the ERP and discussed in PPI #
16. 

Based on this definition, the determination that a site is an SNC is made at the site level versus the
violation level and is a subjective exercise that must be made by the implementer based upon an
accumulation of all relevant information such as: extenuating circumstances, past compliance history and
degree/impact of the violation(s).  The SNC determination, as well as the determination that a site is no
longer an SNC, cannot be performed automatically by a data system but must be made by the
determining agency. 
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There are three issues:  
• How do we designate that an SNC determination has taken place:  

The SNC status of a site is derived in the current system based on the instance(s) of SNC
evaluations (SNY/SNN) that are subjective determinations of status.  Current implementation
allows for an implementer State/Region to make the determination that a site is an SNC and as
a result, enter an SNY evaluation into RCRAInfo.  The system then “turns-on” the SNC
Handler level flag based on the site having this SNY evaluation type. (The implementers find
this SNC Handler level indicator useful as it allows them to quickly assess the SNC status of a
site.  Otherwise, they would have to access the CM&E module of RCRAInfo and examine both
the evaluation and violation data to determine if the site is an SNC.)  Given that the SNC status
is reflected at the site level and is based on a variety of information, it is a legitimate question to
ask if it is appropriate for the SNC determination to be made as a function of an evaluation
record. 

• State versus EPA “ownership” of the SNC determination: 
The current system allows both the State implementer and the Region to make an SNC
determination independent of one another, and both are legitimate.  However, as described
above, the Handler level indicator is based on the latest evaluation data searching to see if SNY
or SNN is found first.  If a site has an SNY evaluation and the Region/State enters an SNN
evaluation, they would in essence be removing the site from SNC status, even though they may
not be the originator of the SNC designation.   Currently, both the State and the Region may
concurrently determine whether a site is an SNC and these determinations need not agree.  If
one agency enters an SNN evaluation, then the site is taken out of SNC despite the conflicting
determination by the other agency.  

• Current select logic for calculating SNC: 
To determine whether or not a site is an SNC, elaborate coding must be done that looks at the
different historical designation methodology used by RCRA to identify SNCs/HPVs.  There is a
set of criteria for each of the following timeframes: FY ‘99 to present, FY ‘97 - FY ‘98, FY ‘91
- FY ‘96, FY ‘89 - FY ‘90, and FY ‘87 - FY ‘88 (data prior to FY ‘87 are not used to calculate
SNC).  This is a very complicated and cumbersome process that causes a great deal of
confusion throughout the RCRA community and requires considerable time and resources to
calculate.

Description of SNC select  logic:
First the site must have one or more outstanding violations out of compliance regardless of the
date the violation was determined. Second the following logic applies by fiscal year:

FY ‘97 to present: Begin by looking for the latest SNY or SNN evaluation type with an
evaluation date after 10/01/96 (SNY and SNN records with evaluation_date before 10/1/96 are
not used).  If the latest record is SNN, proceed to  FY ‘97 - FY ‘98 definition.  If the latest
record is SNY and the site has at least one violation out of compliance, either: out-of-full
physical compliance or out-of-compliance with their compliance schedule regardless of the date
of violation, then the site is an SNC and the processing stops. If not, then continue to FY ‘97 -
FY ‘98 definition.

FY ‘97 - FY ‘98: Look to see if the site has a Class 1 Priority 9 violation with a determined date
between 10/01/96 and 9/30/98.  If this violation is out of compliance, either: out-of-full physical
compliance or out-of-compliance with their compliance schedule regardless of date of violation,
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then the site is an SNC and the processing stops. If not, then continue to FY ‘91 - FY ‘96
definition.

FY ‘91 - FY ‘96: Look to see if the site has a Class 1 Priority 9 violation with a determined date
between 10/01/90 and 9/30/96.  If this violation is out of full physical compliance, the site is an
SNC. If not, then continue to FY ‘89 - FY ‘90 definition. (Note: prior to FY ’97, the compliance
schedule date was not checked.).

FY ‘89 - FY ‘90: Look to see if the site is a TSDF and has a Class 1 Priority 9 violation with a
determined date between 10/01/88 and 9/30/90.  If this violation is out of full physical
compliance, the site is an SNC. If not, then continue to FY ‘87 - FY ‘88 definition. 

FY ‘87 - FY ‘88: Look to see if the site is an LDF and has a Class 1 violation with a violation
type of Ground Water (DGW), Financial Responsibility (DFR), or Closure/post-closure (DCL)
with a determined date between 10/01/86 and 9/30/88.  If this violation is out of full physical
compliance, the site is an SNC.

If not, then look to see if the site is an LDF or TSDF and has a Class 1 violation with a violation
type of Compliance Schedule (CAS) with a determined date between 10/01/86 and 9/30/88.  If
this violation is out of full physical compliance, the site is an SNC. If not, then the site is not an
SNC and processing stops.

(Note: Data prior to FY ‘87 are not used to calculate SNCs.)

Recommendation
The Team recommends the following changes to address each of the problems Stated above.  

• How do we designate that an SNC determination has taken place:  
The Team believes the mechanism for designating an SNC should not be changed.  The Team
recommends that SNC designations continue to be made through the use of the two evaluation
types: SNY (A Significant Non-complier) and SNN (Not A Significant Non-complier).  The
Team also recommends that the SNY and SNN evaluation types be linked to the violations that
were used as part of the SNC determination.  The Team recognizes that other factors are
involved in the determination of SNC and that violations alone do not determine SNC, as this is a
designation of the site as a whole. However, this optional  linking will indicate the RCRA
violations that contributed to the SNC determination.

Pros:
This does not require any structure changes.

Cons:
None.

• State versus EPA “ownership” of the SNC determination and preventing contractors
from designating SNC: 
The Team believes that the SNC ownership issue should be addressed.  As a result, the Team
recommends that:
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A. The SNC calculation logic that sets the SNC indicator in the Handler table be modified
to verify that the implementer (Region or State) who designated the site an SNC
(evaluation_agency who entered the SNY) is the ONLY one who can “de-SNC” the
site (enter the SNN). As a result, if both the State and the Region independently
determined a site to be an SNC and one party later “de-SNC ’d” the site, the site would
continue to be an SNC until the other party takes it out of SNC status.

B. All reports that are available to the public will show ONLY one SNC designation.  This
designation will show the site as an SNC if either State or EPA designated the site an
SNC.  To be shown as not an SNC, both State and EPA must de’SNC the site.  See
PPI # 16 Inconsistent and Inaccurate Designation of “In-Compliance” and SNC
for a complete discussion of proposed SNC universes.

C. Reports not intended for release to the public will display SNC universes by agency.
These values will be stored at the Handler level in RCRAInfo and will replace the
current single “SNC” universe field.  See PPI # 16 Inconsistent and Inaccurate
Designation of “In-Compliance” and SNC for a complete discussion of proposed
SNC universes.

D. In the case where one agency refers the violations to the other agency, the two
agencies should discuss how each agency should modify the SNC designation of that
site and update the data system as appropriate.

E. As part of this recommendation, a new business rule will be implemented that ensures
the evaluation agency for SNC designations can only be State or EPA.  Contractors do
not have the authority to make SNC determinations and thus will not be allowed to enter
an SNY or an SNN.

Pros:
This will eliminate the potential of one agency turning off the other agency’s SNC designation.
This will indicate exactly how each implementer (State and Region) views the site in regards to
SNC status.

Cons:
This will require changes to the universe select logic. Also changes to reports to include the
agency with the SNC universes.

• Streamlining SNC Select logic: 
The Team strongly believes that the select logic should ONLY rely on SNY and SNN
evaluations and nothing else! If a site has an SNY without an SNN, it will be an SNC regardless
of whether or not it has violations out of compliance.  Even if the site has no violations at all, if it
has an SNY without an SNN - it will be an SNC. The Team recognizes that there still is the
need to know who was an SNC in previous years, even if they are not now an SNC.  In order
to maintain the ability to know who was an SNC in previous years and in light of the
recommendation in PPI # 14, to eliminate both the Violation Class and Priority from RCRAInfo,
the Team proposes the following:
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During the implementation of this PPI, a program should be run to create an SNY or
SNN record based on whether or not the site was an SNC per the various year specific
definitions listed in the Problem Analysis section above. The RCRAInfo data field:
“Notes” for the new SNY/SNN evaluation records created, should contain an
explanation of why this record was created.  This message could be similar to the
justification that the Universe Calculation program currently provides. The Design
Team that will be implementing this PPI would send the specific select logic to set the
prior year SNCs to the implementers to review prior to implementation and conversion.
The implementers will not be required to do anything, except to review for accuracy
once the program is run, as this should be a completely automated process.

Description of the proposed SNC select logic:
Sites that have the latest evaluation type of SNY are an SNC for that agency.  Sites that have
the latest evaluation type of SNN are not an SNC for that agency.  This will be regardless: of
whether or not the site has a violation; violation determined dates; and whether or not the
violation is currently out of compliance or on a compliance schedule. Only the SNY/SNN
evaluation types are considered.  

Pros:
This will eliminate the confusion and complexity of the current definition for SNC based on
different select logic for different fiscal years.  It will make SNC data easier to understand.
SNC data will be totally controlled by the implementers. A site is an SNC for an agency if the
most recent evaluation entered by that agency is an SNY.  It is not an SNC if the most recent
evaluation by that agency is an SNN. With this coding change, the RCRAInfo universe
calculation logic will process much faster and will require fewer processing resources.

Cons:
This will require changes to the RCRAInfo universe select logic for calculating SNC.  This
universe calculation program will need to change anyway to implement the new SNC universes;
so this is really not any extra effort. 

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in information
quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated community. The following
alternative solutions were considered:

1) Track SNC Determinations through the Handler module: 
Remove the SNC designation from the evaluation table (remove both the SNY and SNN
evaluation codes) and allow the implementers to directly update the SNC flag in the Handler
module.  The Handler module would need to be modified to contain three additional fields
associated with SNC: SNC on date,  SNC off date, and reason for designation.  We would need
to track history of SNC determination on when and by whom it was turned on or off.

Pros:
This would eliminate the need for a program to calculate the SNC flag and would give more
control to the implementers for ensuring the SNC flag was set as they needed.  There would be
no need for complex programming to determine SNC as you would only need to look at the
latest date of determination for each Agency to see if the SNC flag was “Y” or “N”.  
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Cons:
Would require a structure change to the Handler module, and programming to the data entry
screens to allow direct update of the SNC flag. This option would not permit implementers to
associate the contributing violations to the SNC determination, which is useful for some State's
program management.  This option would make it difficult to determine which violation
contributed to the SNC designation.  We would continue to have the same interpretation
problems that currently exist.

2) Track SNC Determinations through the Evaluation module: 
Remove the SNC designation from the evaluation table (remove both the SNY and SNN
evaluation codes) and allow the implementers to directly update an SNC flag on the evaluation
record.  Each evaluation record would have an SNC “on date” and an SNC “off date”.  The
Evaluation module would need to be modified to contain these two additional fields.

Pros:
This option would clearly indicate which evaluation and violation(s) contributed to the SNC
determination.

Cons:
This option would require a structure change to the Evaluation module, programming to the data
entry screens to allow entry of the new SNC fields and would require modifications to the
program to calculate the Handler level SNC flag. This option would not provide any additional
benefits over the recommendation proposed.  Therefore, the Team dismissed this option. 

3) Track SNC Determinations through the Violation module: 
Remove the SNC designation from the evaluation table (remove both the SNY and SNN
evaluation codes) and allow the implementers to directly update an SNC flag on each violation
record.  Each violation record would have an SNC “on date” and an SNC “off date”.  The
Violation module would need to be modified to contain these two additional fields.  

Pros:
This option would clearly indicate which RCRA violations contributed to the SNC determination
and therefore eliminate the current problems with reporting and interpretation.  

Cons:
This option would require a structure change to the Violation module, programming to the data
entry screens to allow entry of the new SNC fields and would require modifications to the
program to calculate the Handler level SNC flag. This would be contrary to the current 1996
ERP in that the SNC would not be a site determination but would appear to be a violation level
determination. Once a site was no longer an SNC, the implementer would need to remember to
update the SNC off date on each and every violation for the site to be removed from SNC
status.

4) Track SNC Determinations through the Enforcement module: 
Remove the SNC designation from the evaluation table (remove both the SNY and SNN
evaluation codes) and allow the implementers to directly update an SNC flag on the
enforcement record.  Each enforcement record would have an SNC “on date” and an SNC “off
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date”.  The Enforcement module would need to be modified to contain these two additional
fields.  

Pros:
This option would ensure that SNCs would be timely as SNCs would not be identified until an
enforcement action was taken.

Cons:
This option would require a structure change to the Enforcement module, programming to the
data entry screens to allow entry of the new SNC fields and would require modifications to the
program to calculate the Handler level SNC flag.

Dependencies
PPI # 16 Inconsistent and Inaccurate Designation of “In-Compliance” and SNC

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction:
A significant amount of time and confusion will be saved if the SNC delineating agency owning
the SNC determination is the only agency allowed to ‘turn off’ the designation.

Streamlining:
The SNC determination process will be streamlined when the select logic is changed to assure
only SNY/SNN evaluation types are considered.

Data Quality Improvement:
This PPI would improve accuracy in describing and understanding SNC status.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
None.   

Structure Changes:
Delete the current single SNC universe stored in Handler and replace it with SNC universes
that are clearly identified by agency. See PPI # 16 Inconsistent and Inaccurate Designation
of “In-Compliance” and SNC for a complete discussion of proposed SNC universes. 

Translator Load Changes:
The translator load program will need to be modified to: 1) ensure that SNY and SNN
evaluations are linked to at least one open violation (violation has no date in the data field:
actual_rtc_date), if there is an open violation at the site and 2) ensure that the evaluation agency
for SNY and SNN evaluations is not a contractor (data field: agency = “C” for EPA contractor
or “B” for state contractor).

Universe Calculation Program:
The current universe calculation program will need to be modified to: 1) only use the latest
evaluation type of SNY or SNN to calculate SNC. Sites that have an evaluation type of SNY,
not followed by an SNN, are an SNC for that agency and sites that have an evaluation type of
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SNN, not followed by an SNY, are not an SNC for that agency - regardless of whether or not
the site has a violation, violation determined dates, and whether or not the violation is currently
out of compliance or on a compliance schedule;  2) the current single SNC universe stored at
the Handler level will be replaced by the six new SNC universes which are clearly identified by
agency (3 state SNC universes and 3 EPA SNC universes). See PPI # 16 Inconsistent and
Inaccurate Designation of “In-Compliance” and SNC for a complete discussion of proposed
SNC universes.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
The evaluation add and update screens will need to be modified to: 1) require mandatory linking
of SNY and SNN evaluations to at least one open violation (violation has no date in the data
field: actual_rtc_date), if there are any open violations at the site, and 2) to prevent contractors
from entering or deleting SNY or SNN evaluation records (data field: agency: “C” for EPA
contractor or “B” for state contractor).

Mandatory linking of SNY and SNN evaluations is for new SNC determinations entered and
does not require any linking of SNY or SNN evaluations already in RCRAInfo. 

Reports:
Internal reports, not intended for release to the public, will display all SNC universes by agency.
See PPI # 16 Inconsistent and Inaccurate Designation of “In-Compliance” and SNC for a
complete discussion of proposed SNC universes.

Public Access:
The designation of SNC and all related SNC information and universes are released to the
public and do not have any restriction except in displaying the SNC universes in a manner easier
for the public to understand.  Therefore, for reports intended for the public, there will be no
differentiating by agency.  All reports that are available to the public will show ONLY one SNC
designation for each SNC universe.  This designation will show the site in an SNC universe if
either State or EPA designated the site as an SNC for that universe.  To be shown as not an
SNC in the universe, both State and EPA must de’SNC the site. See PPI # 16 Inconsistent
and Inaccurate Designation of “In-Compliance” and SNC for a complete discussion of
proposed SNC universes.

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
12

Can live with
6

Agree
1

Can live with
2 21

Absolutely cannot
live with 7 9 16

Although a majority of States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally
proposed, some concern was expressed regarding mandatory linking of SNC determinations to
violations. Therefore, the HMA PAA revised its original recommendation and made linking optional.
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This is the only change to the original recommendation.  This revised recommendation was presented to
the WIN/INFORMED Executive Steering Committee for approval and  implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 6   Inconsistent Data Entry and Codification of Evaluations

Program Need/Program Analysis
It is difficult to consistently report and interpret RCRA Handler Monitoring and Assistance (HMA) data
due to RCRA implementers using inconsistent data entry/coding practices for the various HMA data
entry scenarios.

Clear guidance needs to be developed for implementers of the RCRA program detailing the practices
one should use when entering HMA data. Guidance will detail the coding standards that will be used in
addressing evaluation scenarios.

This issue has been raised by a wide variety of RCRAInfo users who have expressed difficulty with
accurate data interpretation and analysis.  The issue was further raised in the Team’s discussion of
HMA workflow practices.  For example, one organization would record a sampling event as an
evaluation and await lab results before making violation determinations, while another organization would
enter the sampling evaluation and then enter another evaluation for the examination of the sampling lab
results.  This inconsistency across organizations can potentially result in over/under counting of
activities.  Also, some States have created new evaluation codes because there is a missing national
code and/or the national codes are being improperly used.

Resolution of this issue is a two-step process:
! Streamlining of HMA data entry codes - It has been noted that there are many codes in

current systems that are redundant, overlapping, or no longer used.  All codes should be re-
evaluated with the goal of providing a streamlined set of codes that detail the ‘Code’ (e.g., CEI),
the associated ‘Description’ (Compliance Evaluation Inspection), and the definition/usage of the
code.  The Team analyzed all State codes  and is proposing one consistent set of codes for all
implementers.   In addition, the Team analyzed all codes that are redundant/similar and is
proposing the addition of new specific codes and/or the retention of existing codes that remain
after the analysis.

!! Guidance Development - Once the codes have been streamlined, guidance should be drafted
to detail how the codes and the combination of codes (e.g., Evaluation Type, Focus Area, etc.)
are to be applied for tracking compliance monitoring and enforcement activities. Guidance
should define all acronyms used in coding.  A crosswalk translation describing and mapping the
changes from the old codes to the new codes should be provided where applicable.

Additional information on specific RCRAInfo codes and type values may be found by referring to the
attachments included with this PPI and in the Appendix IX section of the final report.

Recommendations
To address these issues, the Team considered numerous code changes and process revisions to
streamline data entry, improve clarity in code definitions and data entry business rules, and enhance the
accuracy of existing and new data.  The following recommendations represent the Team’s consensus of
changes that can best improve RCRA HMA data and the way that data is entered in the RCRAInfo
CM&E module.  The Team notes, however, that long-term success of these changes is dependent upon
continued maintenance and review of RCRAInfo data and its coding system.  To accomplish that task,
the Team believes it would be valuable to have a nationally representative Team to periodically review
all system codes for the purpose of evaluating new implementer-defined codes and determining the



56November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

appropriateness of adding them to the list of nationally-defined codes.  Please refer to PPI # 27, which
explores this concept further.

This PPI deals exclusively with evaluation information (evaluation type, evaluation reason, evaluation
coverage areas, and responsible agency codes).  Inconsistent data entry and codification issues relating
to violations and enforcement actions are addressed separately in PPIs # 14 and # 19, respectively. 

The Team acknowledges that adoption of these recommendations will result in numerous code changes
to the historical data already existing in RCRAInfo.  Where data code changes will be necessary, the
Team has attempted to review both nationally-defined codes and implementer-defined codes and make
recommendations to convert that data to the new codes, as appropriate.  Interpretation of many of the
implementer-defined codes were not always easy to accomplish and, as a result, may not be consistent
with the intent of the implementer.  Accordingly, the Team urges all implementer States and Regions to
carefully identify and review the proposed data changes that apply to their respective State or Region to
ensure data conversions are made properly.  (See the Appendix IX section of the final report for a more
detailed description of the proposed code change recommendations.)

Additionally, some data changes will need to be done manually by the implementers themselves.  In
particular, the existing data involving sampling will require implementers to manually revise the data so
that linkages between evaluations, violations, and enforcement actions are not lost during the conversion.
Also, there are many existing codes that will need implementer conversion to assure proper re-
characterization for the codes.   To accommodate this need, the Team recommends that the Design
Team allow a period of six months to accomplish all necessary manual data conversions and updates by
the implementers before any automated national data conversion is done by the program system design
(PSD) Team.  

The Team has considered the possibility of grand-fathering existing historical data and not converting it
to the new codes.  However, the Team believes that due to current inconsistencies and data quality
problems, it is critical that as much data be converted and updated as possible.  Although grand-
fathering existing data may be appropriate in certain limited situations, the preferred approach should be
to convert data to the new standards.

The Team also acknowledges that in order for RCRAInfo to be optimally useful and accurate, the data
must be as current and up-to-date as possible.  The Team, therefore, urges each implementer to ensure
that all data is entered promptly.

Evaluation Information (Evaluation Type, Evaluation Reason,
Evaluation Coverage Areas, and Responsible Agency Code Values)

A.  Nationally-Defined Values for Evaluation Type
To improve accuracy, establish national consistency, and reduce discrepancies and
redundancies in the evaluation data of RCRAInfo, the Team recommends that several
modifications be made to the coding system and the data structure dealing with Evaluation Type
codes and how that data is entered.  (As a reference documenting these recommended
changes, please see Tables 6.1 and 6.2, Figure 6.1, and Appendices IX-1 through IX-5.)
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1.  Revise and Clarify Evaluation Date Field
Consistent with the new proposed definition of the CEI evaluation type code (See Section A.2,
below) and consistent with the recommendations from PPI # 3, it will be necessary to revise
and clarify the definition of “Evaluation Date.”  Currently, the database uses a single date
denoting when the evaluation occurs.  Since changes are being proposed as to how an
evaluation event is defined (See CEI definition in Section A.2.), the Team recommends that
the  current Evaluation Date field be changed to “Evaluation Start Date” to reflect the
fact that not all evaluations start and end on the same day, but may, in fact, extend over
a several days or weeks until the evaluation is complete.  The Evaluation Start Date field
would represent the date on which the evaluation was begun (i.e., the first day of the original
on-site inspection).  Should an implementer wish to capture additional information concerning
the date when the evaluation was finally completed, they may choose to do so by making a note
in the Comment field.

2.  Redefine and Clarify the Definition of CEI
The effort involved in performing a CEI for a site in many instances may require a multi-day
effort, requiring multiple visits and activities to acquire all the necessary information in making
an assessment of a site’s compliance status. However, currently, the evaluation date is the
FIRST date that the evaluation took place (See PPI # 3, Day Zero Definition).  Agencies
performing the evaluations are sensitive to the amount of time that an evaluation requires due to:
a) the necessity that a response to a violation be issued within a specified time frame as
determined by the 1996 ERP (and some State statutes); and b) public and management
perception/understanding of the time that it takes to perform the inspection.  To address these
issues, agencies may enter multiple subsequent evaluations to gain “credit” for effort expended
as well as to ensure adequate time to respond to violations. 

The Team believes that this approach results in inconsistencies in data entry between agencies,
resulting in data that is difficult to interpret and compare across the nation.  As a result, the
Team recommends  that the definition of CEI be clarified such that it encapsulates
multiple  day/visit inspections to assess compliance status of a site.  The following
wording is suggested: 
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Compliance Evaluation Inspection (CEI).  A CEI evaluation is primarily an on-site
evaluation of the compliance status of the site with regard to all applicable RCRA
Regulations and Permits (with the exception of groundwater monitoring and financial
assurance requirements).  Although portions of a CEI evaluation may routinely be
conducted in an agency office setting, such “office” evaluations are considered an
integral part of a CEI in terms of completing an evaluation.  The overall evaluation of a 
site’s compliance status may take place over multiple days necessitating multiple site
visits and activities. The entire set of activities and associated effort is considered a
single CEI.

The major function of a CEI is an overall review of the site's performance.  The
inspection includes an on-site examination of records and other documents maintained by
the site and an evaluation of the site's compliance with all applicable requirements and
adequate sampling, when necessary.  Where appropriate, it includes groundwater
monitoring assessment outlines or plans, closure/post-closure plans, contingency plan
reviews, waste analysis plan reviews, and preparedness and prevention plan reviews. 
Specifically excluded from the CEI type of evaluation are financial assurance
requirements and inspections of groundwater monitoring systems.  A review of financial
assurance requirements is most often conducted by "agency experts", and appropriately
coded as an Financial Record Review (FRR) evaluation.  Inspections of groundwater
monitoring systems are coded as either a GME or OAM.

The Team believes that these recommendations, implemented in tandem with subsequent
recommendations covered within this PPI as well as PPI # 3, will address the issues of: a)
inconsistent approach to data entry of evaluations; b) representation of the level of effort
necessary for assessing compliance; and c) providing for an adequate time frame in response to
violations.

3.  Revise Title and Code for CME Evaluation Type
The definition title for the CME evaluation type is incorrect. Currently, the title reads
Compliance (Groundwater) Monitoring Evaluation.  The Team believes this name could be
improved by re-naming it Groundwater Monitoring Evaluation, a title which more clearly and
accurately reflects the purpose of these evaluations. Additionally, by revising the title, the code
should be changed to reflect the new name.  The Team recommends that the title be
revised to read Groundwater Monitoring Evaluation and the code be changed from
CME to GME.  The Team recommends there be an automatic conversion provided to change
all CME evaluations to the new GME evaluation without the need for implementer intervention.

4.  Remove All Evaluation Types Involving Sampling 
Sampling, in and of itself, is neither an evaluation event nor a reason for an evaluation event.
Sampling is, however, an activity that supports an evaluation by providing confirmation of
hazardous waste activity and/or soil contamination. Sampling results provide analytical data that,
when taken into consideration with all other observations made during the evaluation event or
inspection, can be used to determine whether or not a violation has occurred.  Sampling,
therefore, is a tool by which evaluation support data is collected.  Since sampling is not a unique
stand-alone evaluation, there is no justification to have a separate and unique sampling
evaluation type.  The Team recommends that the evaluation type codes SPL (Sampling
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Inspection), CES (Compliance Evaluation Inspection Without Sampling), and CMS
(Comprehensive Groundwater Monitoring Without Sampling) be eliminated and
existing data converted as appropriate.

Indicating that sampling activity has occurred as part of an evaluation event is important to
know, as it may impact the timeliness of making a compliance determination.  The Team
recommends  that an Indicator check box be added to future systems to denote that
sampling was performed during the evaluation event. This will provide a reference that
sampling did occur without the need to create specific evaluation types that reflect whether or
not sampling took place.  

For purposes of translating existing data, CES inspections would become CEI inspections (with
Sampling Indicator check box) and CMS inspections would become GME inspections (with
Sampling Indicator check box).  SPL inspections would be deleted as an original evaluation
activity.  SPL inspections would become incorporated as part of another existing evaluation for
which the sampling was originally used to support.  Generally, such existing evaluations would
already be recorded in RCRAInfo on the same date as the SPL evaluation and the conversion
would involve activating the Sampling Indicator check box.  However, in some situations, it may
be difficult to determine what existing evaluation the SPL evaluation should be linked to.  In
those cases, the default conversion value would be an FCI evaluation.

The Team recognizes that in many cases SPL evaluations have been directly linked to
violations.  Since RCRAInfo requires that violations be linked back to an evaluation, each
implementer having used SPL codes will need to ensure that any existing links are changed to
the appropriate new evaluation type code that the sampling event supported.  In other words, if
an SPL evaluation was done subsequent to an initial CEI, that SPL event would now be
considered part of the comprehensive CEI.  If violation(s) were originally linked to the SPL
evaluation, implementers should now change that linkage to the original evaluation.  In addition,
the  Team recommends that the Design Team allow a period of at least six months for
implementers to accomplish these linkage changes.  

Currently, sampling activity may also be indicated through the use of reason codes.  It is the
Team’s position that sampling is not a reason for performing an evaluation.  It is performed
within the context of some other broader action in support of that action (e.g., sampling to
determine if material is actually hazardous waste as part of a CEI, or sampling as part of a Case
Development CDI).  Eliminating sampling as both an evaluation type and as an evaluation
reason type and by replacing those by an indicator will result in a much more consistent
approach to denoting that sampling took place. 

5.  Redefine CDI Evaluation Type
The Team believes that the definition of the Case Development Inspection (CDI) is too broad
given the recommendation concerning sampling and CEI.  Therefore, the Team recommends
that the CDI inspection type be revised.  A CDI should be limited to those evaluation
activities specifically focused on supplemental evidence gathering to support further
development of a pending enforcement case.  In these situations, the basic inspection/evaluation
has previously been completed, violations determined, and an enforcement action is pending.
The purpose of the CDI would be to gather additional data about those alleged violations and to
provide additional clarification for the enforcement action planned. 
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The new proposed definition of CDI is as follows:

Case Development Inspection (CDI).  A CDI evaluation is an on-site inspection
conducted for the sole purpose of gathering additional information that supports the
evidence (i.e., samples, on-site record review, interview, etc.) for a potential or pending
enforcement case.  A CDI is performed only after an initial evaluation has resulted in the
observation of potential violations.

6.  Redefine CSE Evaluation Type and Create New Code For Follow-Up Inspections
The current definition for CSE evaluation type is too broad.  The Team believes it would be
beneficial to be able to distinguish between evaluation activities necessary to monitor
compliance with an enforcement action’s mandatory compliance schedule versus those
activities associated with monitoring a return to regulatory compliance relating to previously
cited violations.

The Team recommends that the CSE evaluation type definition be refined and limited
to evaluating compliance with an enforceable Compliance Schedule.  Other activities
previously coded as  CSE and those covered by the Follow-Up (01) reason code would
now be covered by a new Follow-Up Inspection (FUI) evaluation type code .  The
current Follow-Up (01) Reason code should be removed from RCRAInfo (see recommendation
in Section B.1.a.).  The Team recognizes that some previously coded CSE evaluations may not
accurately fit under either the revised CSE or the new FUI codes.  If that is the case, the State
or Region responsible for the data will need to identify those evaluations and convert them to the
appropriate code.

It should also be noted that, even though the scope of these two evaluation types (CSE and FUI)
is being more narrowly defined to reflect the reason the evaluation is being conducted, it is
entirely possible that new violations may be discovered during the evaluation that could lead to
new totally independent enforcement actions.

Proposed definitions for FUI and CSE follow:

Follow-Up Inspection (FUI).  A partial on-site inspection conducted to verify the
status of violations cited during a previous evaluation.  An FUI code value should only
be used if the effort involved, or the extent of areas inspected, are insufficient to qualify
as one of the more comprehensive evaluation types.  Includes inspections following up
to formal/informal actions where no enforceable compliance schedule has been
established. Does not include any inspections involving an enforceable compliance
schedule associated with a formal enforcement action.  When an FUI inspection is
conducted as part of another inspection type (CEI, GME, etc.), a separate FUI entry
should be made in RCRAInfo for the FUI component.  Please note that new violations
may be cited as a result of an FUI evaluation, and those new violations would be linked
to the FUI.
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Compliance Schedule Evaluation (CSE).  An evaluation conducted to verify
compliance with an enforceable compliance schedule associated with a formal
enforcement action.  When a CSE is conducted as part of another inspection type (CEI,
GME, etc.), a separate CSE entry should be made in RCRAInfo for the CSE
component.

For further clarification, these evaluations would be considered separate and unique evaluations.
New violations discovered during such evaluations would be addressed as if these were new
inspections.  Previous violations found to be returned to compliance (RTC) during an FUI or
CSE should be properly updated to reflect their confirmed RTC status.  An FUI inspection is
limited in scope because it occurs specifically for the purpose of monitoring previously
discovered violations and their return to compliance, regardless if an enforcement action was
issued.  A CSE differs from an FUI as it is conducted specifically to monitor the terms and
conditions of an enforceable compliance schedule established as a result of a formal
enforcement action.

7. Redefine and rename CAO Evaluation Type
All codes in the Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement Module must address or refer to one
or more specific violations or statutes.  A separate module addresses most RCRA Corrective
Action activities.  However, activities relating to monitoring compliance with Corrective Action
requirements in a permit or order are considered within the scope of compliance monitoring and
enforcement.  (RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI) would not be considered within the scope of
compliance monitoring.)  The Team believes, however, that the current definition of CAO
evaluation type needs to be modified and clarified to more accurately reflect the type of activity
that is covered by that code.  Therefore, the Team recommends that the CAO evaluation
type be renamed and redefined as follows:

Corrective Action Compliance Evaluation (CAC).  An evaluation of a site’s
compliance with the corrective action requirements of a permit or an order.  When a
CAC is conducted as part of another inspection type (CEI, GME, etc.), a separate
entry for a CAC should be made in RCRAInfo for the CAC component.

The Team recommends there be an automatic conversion provided to change all CAO
evaluations to the new CAC evaluation without the need for implementer intervention.

8.  Redefine CAV Evaluation Type
Compliance assistance includes a wide variety of activities ranging from site-specific activities
to broader, industry sector type activities.  Since RCRAInfo is site driven, the Team believes
that compliance assistance activities tracked through this database should reflect only site-
specific  activities.  Additionally, CAV evaluations should be limited to activities being conducted
only for the purpose of providing compliance assistance.  Compliance assistance provided as
part of a standard CEI or other compliance monitoring evaluation should not be coded as a
CAV, but rather should be captured as the primary type of compliance monitoring evaluation
(i.e., CEI).  Accordingly, the  Team recommends that the existing definition of CAV be
modified to more accurately reflect the site-specific nature of the activity to be
recorded.  This definition is not intended to include CAVs that are conducted under the
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auspices of a confidentiality agreement via a small business or local government assistance
program (sometimes referred to as an amnesty program).

The new proposed definition follows:

Compliance Assistance Visit (CAV).  The compliance assistance activity that a
region or state conducts at a specific site to assist the site in achieving compliance as
outlined in the OECA Operating Principles
(URL:http://www.epa.gov.compliance/resources/policies/planning/state/
oprin-integ-mem.pdf).  A CAV evaluation does not include evaluation events that would
otherwise qualify as another type of evaluation such as a CEI or OAM evaluation or
conducted under the auspices of a confidentiality agreement via a small business or
local government assistance program (sometimes referred to as an amnesty program). 
However, this CAV activity code would include technical site-specific compliance
assistance not considered solely “interpretive technical assistance.”  CAVs are
conducted without the threat of enforcement.  Therefore, CAVs should not be linked to
violations or enforcement actions.

9.  Eliminate the LBN Evaluation Type
Evaluation of land ban requirements is an integral part of a CEI and is included in that evaluation
type.  Tracking land ban activities separately in RCRAInfo under its own unique code is
unnecessary. Accordingly, the Team recommends that the LBN evaluation type be
eliminated and that existing LBN coded evaluations be converted to FCI evaluation
type with a LDR Focus Area clarifier.  (See the discussion on FCI Focus Areas in Section
A.13, below.)

10.  Eliminate the OTH Evaluation Type
In reviewing the use of the OTH evaluation type, it appears that OTH has frequently been
applied to activities that would fit under existing evaluation types or under one of the newly
proposed or revised types.  In particular, the majority of OTH entries would satisfy the criteria
to be classified as either a CEI, as re-defined in this PPI (See Section A.2.), or as a Focused
Compliance Inspection (FCI), as newly proposed in this PPI (See Section A.12.).  Additionally,
several other OTH entries have been used to record activities that are not evaluation activities.  

The Team believes that by adopting the other code change recommendations in this PPI, all
current OTH entries can be categorized into different evaluation types or deleted, as
appropriate.  As a result, accuracy and consistency of the data would be improved.  

The Team believes that, in order to ensure consistency and accuracy, a generalized OTH code
should not be utilized in a national data system.  The nationally defined code set should
encompass all federally recognized RCRA activities.  Accordingly, the  Team recommends
that the OTH evaluation type be eliminated.  Data already coded as OTH can be reviewed
and re-categorized into other evaluation type codes or deleted from the system, as appropriate.
(See Appendices IX-4 and IX-5 for more specific detailed recommendations concerning OTH
coded data in RCRAInfo.)
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11.  Eliminate Multi-Media Evaluation Types
RCRA evaluations are often part of multi-media inspections.  Sometimes, the RCRA evaluation
is a full scope CEI; sometimes it is a partial, focused, or limited scope evaluation.  The Team
acknowledges that it is important to indicate when RCRA evaluations are part of a broader
scope multi-media inspection.  However, designating distinct evaluation type categories for
multi-media inspections is of limited value and therefore unnecessary.  Instead, the Team
suggests that these RCRA evaluations be grouped with other RCRA evaluation types of similar
scope.  For example, if a full CEI is conducted during a multi-media inspection, the RCRA
evaluation type should be recorded as a CEI evaluation type; not as a multi-media evaluation
type.  Similarly, if only a RCRA screening or a focused RCRA inspection is conducted instead
of a full CEI, the inspection should be recorded as an FCI (Focused Compliance Inspection)
evaluation type (See Section A.12.).  Its association with a broader multi-media inspection can
be captured by use of an indicator check box on the evaluation information screen.  The Team
recommends  that all multi-media evaluation type codes be eliminated and that a multi-
media indicator check box be added to the evaluation data entry screen.

12.  Create New Evaluation Type Code For Focused Compliance Inspections (FCI)
Often there are times when inspections are conducted to evaluate compliance at a site that does
not involve a full scale, comprehensive CEI evaluation.  These inspections could be focused on
a particular aspect of the operation, a particular regulatory requirement, closure verification, or
otherwise be limited to only partial evaluation.  Currently, no evaluation type exists to accurately
identify these limited in scope yet still important activities other than to capture them under the
OTH evaluation type along with numerous other, and often less significant, types of activities.
Analysis of existing OTH evaluation type entries suggests that limited scope evaluations
constitute the majority of OTH entries.  Accordingly, the  Team recommends that a new
evaluation type be created to capture these evaluation type activities.

Focused Compliance Inspection (FCI).  An FCI is an on-site inspection that
addresses only a specific portion or Subpart of the RCRA regulations or authorized
State regulations/programs.  Some examples of an FCI are a Subpart CC inspection,
BIF inspection, Universal Waste Rule inspection, closure verification inspection, training
inspections, etc.  Nationally defined Focus Areas may be used with this evaluation type
to further define the specific scope of the FCI.

Field inspections conducted solely for the purpose of oversight, observation, or for training
inspectors should also be included in this FCI category.  However, when these types of FCI
evaluations are entered, the Responsible Agency code becomes significant.  When the
Responsible Agency code associated with the FCI evaluation is an “X” or “T” (see
discussion in Sections D.1. and D.2), RCRAInfo should prohibit linking the FCI
evaluation to violations or enforcement.

13.  Provide Limited List of FCI Focus Areas for Added Clarification
The Team recognizes that there are certain types of focused evaluations that are conducted
because of the implementation of new categorical regulations such as Subpart CC, Universal
Waste Rule, and Used Oil Management.  These types of focused evaluations represent an
evaluation of a site’s compliance with an entire regulatory Subpart applicable to a specific type
of unit or waste material.  In addition, there are other types of routine evaluations that are
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neither a complete CEI nor any of the other nationally-defined evaluation types.  These types of
evaluations include emergency response investigations, de-listing verification inspections, and
closure verification inspections, among others.  The Team believes that a limited number of
nationally-defined values should be created and placed in a drop-down menu box within the FCI
evaluation type to facilitate the further identification of the subject of the FCI.  The Team
believes this is necessary in order for implementers to track these routine focused inspections
that are often identified in program agreements as standard, recurrent, important focused
evaluations.

Based on an analysis of the existing codes being proposed for conversion to the new FCI
evaluation type code (including Reason Codes and OTH evaluation type codes), the Team
identified several commonly used values that appeared to warrant distinct clarification as FCI
Focus Areas.  Accordingly, the Team recommends the following list of nationally-
defined FCI Focus Area codes to further define those focused compliance inspections
(FCI) that meet the criteria described above:

Regulation-Specific Focused Compliance Inspections:
BIF - Boiler/Industrial Furnace Inspection
CCI - Subpart CC Inspection
CFI - Commercial Facility Inspection
INC - Hazardous Waste Incinerator Inspection
LDR - Land Ban Restrictions
PTB - Performance Test (Trial Burns)
PTX - Performance Test (Subpart X)
THI - TSD HWMU Inspection
UIC - Underground Injection Control
UOI - Used Oil Inspection
UWR - Universal Waste Rule Inspection

Routine/Standardized Focused Compliance Inspections:
CAR - Corrective Action/Remediation Oversight
CPC - Closure/Post-Closure Inspection
DOS - Definition of Solid Waste
EMR - Emergency Response Activity
IEI - Import/Export Inspection
ISI - Inactive Site Inspection
RTI - Remote Transporter Inspection

Notes: 
1.  Additions to this list will be allowed through a standardized process.  See PPI # 27
Oversee Additions/Changes to RCRAInfo Data Codes and Tables for additional
details.
2.  Code LDR will only be used for historical data (conversion of existing evaluation
type code from LBN to FCI with LDR Focus Area) and should not be made available
for coding future FCI evaluations.

The Team also recommends that additional implementer-defined codes be allowed
under the FCI Focus Area codes.  However, implementer-defined codes should be
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developed only for unique activities when existing nationally-defined FCI Focus Area codes do
not exist and when the activity is not already able to be captured in RCRAInfo through use of
another coding mechanism.  For example, the activity should not be an initiative, a grant
commitment, or an MOA commitment that can be tracked as per the mechanism outlined in PPI
# 1.  Please note that many of the implementer-defined evaluation and reason codes currently
present in RCRAInfo (and proposed for elimination) may be tracked via the newly created
mechanism for tracking initiatives/commitments further described in PPI # 1.  Implementer-
defined codes should be as useful as possible for the implementer but, in order to promote
consistency and to prevent mass duplication and proliferation of codes, these implementer-
defined codes should be periodically reviewed as per the mechanism outlined in PPI # 27.  Also,
no implementer-defined code should be allowed unless the implementer also provides a
description and definition of the code.

The Team believes that when designing reports that pull up data on FCI evaluation types, the
corresponding FCI Focus Area designations should always be displayed as well on those
reports.

Refer to Table 6.3 for definitions of these FCI Focus Area codes.

14.  Discontinue Use of Implementer-Defined Evaluation Types
Use of implementer-defined codes has been widely used to allow States and Regions to address
unique actions and activities that are either more explicit than the nationally-defined codes or of
a nature difficult to categorize under the nationally-defined codes.  Analysis of these codes,
however, indicate that use of implementer-defined Evaluation Type has increased confusion and
inconsistencies in data entry, analysis, and accuracy.  

In reviewing existing implementer-defined evaluation type entries, one finds many redundancies,
improperly classified codes, and codes for activities that are not even evaluation activities, as
well as numerous codes that have never been used.  Further analysis also shows that the vast
majority of implementer-defined code entries would be captured by the newly proposed FCI
evaluation type code.  The remaining codes appear to either be eligible for inclusion under other
existing codes or shouldn’t be in the system at all.  The Team’s analysis  suggests that there is
no real need for implementer-defined evaluation types.

Accordingly, the  Team recommends that the use of implementer defined evaluation
type codes be discontinued.  (See Appendices IX-2 and IX-3 for more specific details
concerning impact upon existing Implementer Defined Evaluation Type data.)

15.  Re-define SNN and SNY Evaluation Types
The ability to designate Significant Non-Compliers (SNC) and track their return to compliance is
an important regulatory tool.  Currently, RCRAInfo provides for such tracking through use of
SNN (No Longer a Significant Non-Complier) and SNY (Significant Non-Complier) Evaluation
Type codes.  The official definition of a Significant Non-Complier (SNC) is contained in the
1996 Hazardous Waste Civil Enforcement Response Policy (ERP).  That policy, however, is
presently undergoing a revision and it is expected that the definition of what constitutes a SNC
will be revised.  Accordingly, it is essential that the RCRAInfo definitions of the related terms
SNN and SNY are revised to be kept current with the ERP updates.  
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Since RCRAInfo is intended to track activities associated with a site’s compliance with RCRA
requirements, the Team believes that SNC determinations tracked in RCRAInfo should be
linked to RCRA violations that contributed to the SNC determination, where appropriate (See
PPI # 5, Designation of Significant Non-Compliers (SNC) in RCRAInfo).  Even though a
site may have non-compliance issues under other environmental statutes and regulations and
may even be considered an SNC under those other regulatory programs, the above referenced
linkage will illustrate to the implementer those RCRA violations that contributed to the SNC
determination.  Although there are benefits to doing so, linkage of the SNY determination to
specific  RCRA violations that contributed to the SNC determination, however, will remain
optional. (See PPI # 16 which addresses inconsistencies in making SNC determinations and
how the SNC status is tracked in RCRAInfo.)

 
The Team, therefore, recommends that the definitions of SNN and SNY be revised as
follows, contingent upon adoption of PPIs # 5 and # 16 and then reflected in the
proposed ERP revisions:

SNN - No Longer a Significant Non-Complier (SNC).  A determination has been
made to remove the SNC designation for a site.

Note: Entry of an SNN record is required to remove a site from being an SNC.

SNY - A Significant Non-Complier (SNC).  A determination has been made to
designate a site as an SNC using guidelines as set forth in the current version of the
Hazardous Waste Civil Enforcement Response Policy (ERP). 

An SNC is a site that has caused actual exposure or a substantial likelihood of
exposure to hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents; is a chronic or
recalcitrant violator; or deviates substantially from the terms of a permit, order,
agreement or from RCRA statutory or regulatory requirements. 

In evaluating whether there has been actual or likely exposure to hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituents, implementers should consider both environmental and
human health concerns.  However, environmental impact or a substantial likelihood of
impact alone is sufficient to cause a violator to be an SNC, particularly when the
environmental media affected require special protection (e.g., wetlands or sources of
underground drinking water).   Additionally, when deciding whether a violator meets
this criterion, implementers should consider the potential exposure of workers to
hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents.

Further, although consideration should be given to compliance status with other
environmental statutes and regulations, an SNC in RCRAInfo should be linked to all
applicable violations that contributed to the SNC designation, where appropriate. 
Although there are benefits to doing so, linkage of SNY determination to specific
RCRA violations, that contributed to the SNC determination, is option.

Note: It is important to enter the SNY designation promptly upon designation.
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16.  Consolidate Site Self-Disclosure Evaluations into FSD
In the Team’s analysis of all the evaluation codes, including implementer-defined reason codes,
we noticed many different codes related to self-disclosures. For example, several OTH
evaluations have a narrative explanation indicating that the evaluation was related to self-
disclosure or self-reporting.   RCRAInfo currently has an existing evaluation type code for
Facility Self-Disclosure (FSD).  The Team recommends that the FSD code be retained
and that all other existing evaluation type entries that relate to self-disclosures be
included under that code.   The Team further recommends that FSD evaluations be included
in routine evaluation counts calculated for oversight reporting and assessing program
performance.

17.  Clarify tracking of “no violation” letters notifying sites of evaluation results.
To complete an evaluation, inspectors file a report detailing their findings.  After a review of
that data along with other supporting documentation, the implementing agency makes a
determination as to whether or not a violation exists and, if so, identifies the violations and
proceeds with an appropriate enforcement response.  However, often there are no violations
observed and the case file is closed without further action.  Many implementers, however, are
required to provide the inspected site with a letter or other notice of the results of the inspection
whether or not violations exist.  RCRAInfo is designed to track such letters if violations exist as
those letters or notifications are, in fact, enforcement action documents that are properly
tracked in enforcement action type series 100 (informal actions) or 200 (initial formal actions),
depending upon the nature of the document.  However, when no violations exist, such letters
can not be tracked in the enforcement module since there are no violations to link to them.
Accordingly, if an implementer wishes to track such “no violation” letters, it must be
done in the evaluation module as a notation in the Comment field.

B.  Nationally-Defined Values for Evaluation Reason
To improve accuracy, establish national consistency and reduce discrepancies and redundancies
in the evaluation data of RCRAInfo, the Team recommends that several modifications be made
to the coding system and the data structure dealing with Evaluation Reason codes.  (As a
reference documenting these recommended changes, please see Table 6.4 and Appendix IX -
Listing 6.)

1.  Eliminate All Evaluation Reason Codes
Due to changes being proposed for Evaluation Type codes, the Reason codes for Follow-Up
(01), Sampling (02), Case Development (03), and Closure Verification (06) become redundant
and are no longer necessary.  The Reason code for Withdrawals (05) was used for Part A
applications and associated interim status which has since expired and is no longer applicable
and should therefore be eliminated.  The only Reason Code that still has some value is the
Citizen Complaint (04) Reason Code.  However, Citizen Complaints can be addressed in a
different manner as an indicator check box in the general evaluation information screen, thus
providing an alternative to using it as a Reason code.  It should be noted that most of the Reason
data will actually still exist, but in a different context appearing as an initiative (see PPI # 1) or
as an FCI Focus Area (see Section A.13.)  Accordingly, the  Team recommends that all
Reason codes be eliminated from use.  Specific discussions on each Reason code follows:
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a. Eliminate Follow-Up (01) Reason Code
As a result of the recommendation that an Evaluation Type code of Follow-Up
Inspection (FUI) be added as a national data element, use of the Follow-Up (01)
Reason code is unnecessary.  Accordingly, the  Team recommends that Reason
code  Follow-Up (01) be eliminated and that evaluations with a Follow-Up
Reason code automatically be converted to FUI.

b.  Eliminate Case Development (02) Reason Code
Since there is currently an existing Evaluation Type for Case Development Inspections
(CDI), the Reason code for Case Development (02) is unnecessary.  Accordingly, the
Team recommends that Reason code Case Development (02) be eliminated.

c.  Eliminate Sampling (03) Reason Code
As a result of the recommendation revising the definition of the CEI & CME Evaluation
Types, sampling is no longer considered a separate evaluation event nor a reason for
conducting an evaluation.  Instead, it is considered part of an evaluation.  Additionally,
use of the recommended sampling indicator check box will provide adequate
information identifying the fact that sampling was a part of a particular evaluation.
Accordingly, the  Team recommends that Reason code Sampling (03) be
eliminated and that all existing evaluations that include a Sampling (03) Reason
code should convert to set the sampling indicator check box.

d.  Eliminate Citizen Complaint (04) Reason Code and Replace with an Indicator
Box
Citizen complaints are a major reason many evaluations are initiated.  However,
evaluations resulting from citizen complaints may take any number of different forms,
ranging from record reviews to full scale CEIs, or anything in between.  Currently,
citizen complaints are captured under Evaluation Reason codes.  However, since use of
the Reason codes are being proposed for elimination and because the group believes
that it is still important to track those activities conducted as a result of citizen
complaints, the  Team recommends that Citizen Complaint (04) Reason code be
eliminated and replaced by the addition of an indicator check box in the
evaluation data entry screen.

e. Eliminate Withdrawals (05) Reason Code
The use of Reason Code Withdrawals (05) is no longer appropriate nor applicable since
Part A application interim status has expired.  Accordingly, the  Team recommends
that Withdrawals (05) Reason code be eliminated.

f.  Eliminate Closure (06) as a Reason Code
As a result of the recommendation establishing a new Evaluation Type code for
Focused Compliance Inspections (FCI), the Reason code Closure (06) is unnecessary
as this type of evaluation would be captured by the scope of the new FCI code.
Accordingly, the  Team recommends that the Closure (06) Reason code be
eliminated. 
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C.  Nationally-Defined Values for Evaluation Coverage Areas
To improve accuracy, establish national consistency and reduce discrepancies and redundancies
in the evaluation data of RCRAInfo, the Team recommends that modifications be made to the
coding system dealing with Evaluation Coverage Areas.  (As a reference documenting these
recommended changes, please see Table 6.5 and Appendix IX - Listing 7.)

1.  Eliminate Evaluation Coverage Areas
Currently, RCRAInfo attempts to capture the scope of an evaluation’s purpose by identifying
the various regulatory areas the evaluation focuses on.  The Team believes that this information
is very inaccurate and is better captured by other means in RCRAInfo.  The Team believes that
CEIs are all-encompassing and that further clarification of scope can be determined by
referencing information concerning a site’s regulatory universe.  In addition, the newly proposed
FCI evaluation type allows implementers to further describe the specific regulatory focus of the
activity.  Further, Violation Coverage Areas will continue to be captured for any violations
discovered at a site, thereby providing additional information about areas of violation discovered
during the evaluation.  As a result, the  Team believes the current Evaluation Coverage
Areas  to be unnecessary and duplicative and recommends that the codes for
Evaluation Coverage Area be completely eliminated from RCRAInfo.

D.  Nationally-Defined Values for Responsible Agency
To improve accuracy, establish national consistency and reduce discrepancies and redundancies
in the evaluation data of RCRAInfo, the Team recommends that modifications be made to the
coding system dealing with Responsible Agency.  (As a reference documenting these
recommended changes, please see Tables 6.6 and 6.7 and Appendix IX - Listing 8.)

1.  Add New Responsible Agency Code For Oversight/Observation/Training Activities
Conducted By States (T)
There are instances in the RCRA program where a State will accompany EPA during an
inspection in a purely oversight, observation, or training capacity.  For example, an EPA
Regional person performs a CEI and a State person accompanies EPA for the sole purpose of
simply being present to observe what occurs during EPA’s inspection but conducts no
evaluation of its own; or a new State inspector accompanies an experienced EPA Regional
inspector to learn how to perform a particular type of inspection activity.

For the purpose of clarification, oversight, observation, and training activities are limited to field
activities associated with a compliance evaluation by the responsible agency but not by the
other. In other words, the agency performing the oversight, observations, or receiving the
training will not be completing an inspection report or initiating an enforcement action as a direct
result of the activity.  Only the responsible agency actually performing the inspection would
generate an inspection report, cite violations, and may initiate an enforcement response.  

Oversight, observation, or training activities included in this code would not include joint
inspections where both agencies conduct full or partial (focused) compliance inspections at the
same time and where both agencies would generate an official inspection report specific to their
respective areas of inspection.  Additionally, each agency could initiate an enforcement
response for violations found in their respective areas of inspection jurisdiction.  
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The Team acknowledges that the current Responsible Agency codes provide for situations
where EPA performs oversight activities of State evaluations, but does not provide for the
reverse scenario.  The Team also recognizes that there are some States that do oversight of
EPA activities and that there is a need to capture those activities accurately in RCRAInfo.
Therefore, the Team believes that a national Responsible Agency type code is necessary to
capture oversight/observation/training activities conducted by State agencies and recommends
that a new Responsible Agency type code be created to identify this area of State
activity  [State-Initiated Oversight/Observation/Training Actions (T)].  

A proposed definition for this new code is:

State-Initiated Oversight/Observation/Training Actions (T).  Activities conducted
by a State/Tribe/Territory involving oversight or observation of EPA activities or  those
activities where State/Tribe/Territory staff accompany EPA staff strictly for training
purposes.  No inspection report is generated by the State/Tribe/Territory from these
activities nor is any direct enforcement response initiated by the State/Tribe/Territory. 

Note: No violations or enforcement activity can be initiated by this responsible agency
code.  Only EPA would be initiating these activities, under these circumstances.

To help clarify how evaluations with a “T” Responsible Agency code would be entered into
RCRAInfo, the following examples are provided:

Example:  EPA conducts a CEI inspection and the State accompanies them only for
oversight or observation purposes or for training of State staff.  The State performs no
compliance monitoring activities, not even for State-only regulatory requirements.  As a
result, although the State may write-up a brief trip report, it does not create an official
inspection report nor does it cite violations or initiate an enforcement response.  Since
EPA is the responsible agency for the inspection, EPA creates an inspection report,
cites the violation(s), and initiates any appropriate enforcement response.   In this case,
EPA is responsible for entering the CEI evaluation into RCRAInfo (referencing
Responsible  Agency code “E”), along with any appropriate violation and enforcement
entries.  The State would capture this activity in RCRAInfo also as a CEI evaluation
(referencing Responsible Agency code “T”).  Please note that the lead agency (EPA)
determines the proper type of evaluation code (CEI, FCI, etc.) for the event and both
agencies indicate their participation by using the same evaluation code and the
appropriate Responsible Agency code (E for EPA and T for the State).

Also, because a “T” code represents an activity involving only observation, oversight, or training
and does not involve actual compliance monitoring being performed by the State, evaluations
having a Responsible Agency code of “T” would be prohibited from linking to violations and
enforcement actions. 

2.  Clarify Definition For EPA Oversight of State Actions
As discussed above, oversight activities include a range of activities broader than the term
“oversight” tends to imply.  In addition to traditional grant oversight activities, this code category
should also include training activities conducted in the field with staff from another agency as
well as other observation type activities.  To capture this broader scope, the  Team
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recommends clarifying the definition for the EPA Oversight of State code (X).  The
following language is proposed:

EPA-Initiated Oversight/Observation/Training Actions (X).  EPA-Initiated
Oversight/Observation/Training Actions includes traditional oversight and observation
activities conducted to evaluate a State’s performance under a grant program.  In
addition, training activities where EPA staff may accompany experienced
State/Tribe/Territory staff for training purposes are also included under this code.  EPA
takes no direct enforcement response as a result of these activities.

Note: No violations or enforcement activity can be initiated by this responsible agency
code.  Only the State would be initiating these activities, under these circumstances.

To help clarify how evaluations with an “X” Responsible Agency code would be entered into
RCRAInfo, the following examples are provided:

Example:  A State conducts a CEI inspection and EPA accompanies them only for
oversight or observation purposes or for training of EPA staff.  EPA performs no
compliance monitoring activities, not even for federal-only regulatory requirements.  As
a result, although EPA may write-up a brief trip report, it does not create an official
inspection report nor does it cite violations or initiate an enforcement response.  Since
the State is the responsible agency for the inspection, the State creates an inspection
report, cites the violation(s), and initiates any appropriate enforcement response.   In
this case, the State is responsible for entering the CEI evaluation into RCRAInfo
(referencing Responsible Agency code “S”), along with any appropriate violation and
enforcement entries.  EPA would capture this activity in RCRAInfo as an CEI
evaluation (referencing the Responsible Agency code “X”).  Please note that the lead
agency (State) determines the proper type of evaluation code (CEI, FCI, etc.) for the
event and both agencies indicate their participation by using the same evaluation code
and the appropriate Responsible Agency code (S for the State and X for EPA).

Also, because an “X” code represents an activity involving only observation, oversight, or
training and does not involve actual compliance monitoring being performed by EPA, evaluations
having a Responsible Agency code of “X” would be prohibited from linking to violations and
enforcement actions. 

3.  Create Definitions For All Responsible Agency Codes
Currently, the Responsible Agency codes are not defined but are, instead, assumed to be self-
explanatory.  However, the Team believes that establishing clear definitions would be helpful,
especially in light of the different ways oversight activities are viewed by different agencies.
Accordingly, the  Team recommends that definitions be established for all Responsible
Agency codes.  

In addition to the two “oversight” definitions referenced in Sections C.1 and C.2, above, the
following definitions are proposed:
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State (S).  Responsible agency is the State/Tribe/Territory.

State Contractor/Grantee (B).  Responsible agency is the State/Tribe/Territory
agency through use of a contractor or grantee.  Includes other State/Tribe/Territory,
county, and local organizations that conduct evaluations on  behalf of the
State/Tribe/Territory.

Note: Contractors/Grantees can conduct evaluations on behalf of the agency,
but they can not determine violations.  The determining of violations is an
agency function, therefore, violations linked to agency type “B” will be coded
as “S” for the violation agency.  This will allow the States to be able to
modify the violation.

EPA (E).  Responsible agency is the United States Environmental Protection
Agency.

EPA Contractor/Grantee (C).    Responsible agency is the United States
Environmental Protection Agency through use of a contractor or grantee.

Note: Contractors/Grantees can conduct evaluations on behalf of the agency,
but they can not determine violations.  The determining of violations is an
agency function, therefore, violations linked to agency type “C” will be coded
as “E” for the violation agency.  This will allow the EPA Region to be able to
modify the violation.

E.  Add Capability To Track Grant and MOA Commitments and Special
Initiatives

To facilitate accurate tracking of evaluation activities associated with grant commitments, MOA
commitments, and special initiatives, the Team recommends that changes be made to the
evaluation module of RCRAInfo.

1.  Add Capability to Track Grant Commitments, MOA Commitments, and Initiatives
States and Regions have a need to track evaluation activities that relate directly to grant
obligations, MOA commitments, and/or to special priority initiatives.  PPI # 1 addresses this
issue and proposes a mechanism to allow such tracking.

Dependencies
ERP revisions
Adoption of PPIs # 1, 5, 6, 10, 11, 12, 13, 16, 19, 26, and 27.

National Review Feedback
Although most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally
proposed, some concern was expressed regarding the need for clarification for some Evaluation Types
and Agency codes.  Therefore, the HMA PAA revised its original recommendation by adding additional
language to these codes.   Based on feedback from National Review, enforcement process events will
not be tracked in RCRAInfo. These are the only change to the original recommendation.  This revised
recommendation was presented to the WIN/INFORMED Executive Steering Committee for approval
and  implementation scheduling.
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Table 6.1.  Current Definitions - Evaluation Types

Existing Nationally-Defined Values
Evaluation Type Codes

Evaluation Types

Code Description Definition

CAO An on-site inspection of
Corrective Action
activities

An on-site inspection of Corrective Action activities. When corrective
action on-site inspection is conducted as part of another inspection type
(CEI, CME, etc.), a separate Handler Evaluation form should be submitted
reporting the CAO component.

CAV Compliance Assistance
Activity

The compliance assistance activities that a Region or State conducts to
assist handlers in achieving compliance as outlined in the OECA Operating
Principles.

CDI Case Development
Inspection 

A CDI may involve sampling to confirm the chemical
composition/characteristics of wastes handled by generators and
transporters, and their waste handling practices. In addition, facility
operations and design information may be reviewed, and manifests from
generators and transporters verified. A focused CDI may be conducted when
a CEI reveals possible RCRA violations, and could serve to gather the
additional data needed to support an enforcement case.

CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Is primarily an on-site evaluation of the compliance status of the handler
with regard to all applicable RCRA Regulations and Permits. Although
portions of a CEI evaluation may routinely be conducted in an agency office
setting, such "office" evaluations are considered as integral parts of the CEI
in terms of the evaluation completion date. The major function of the CEI
is overall review of the Handler's performance. All treatment, storage, and
disposal facilities receive this type of inspection either annually or
biannually. The inspection includes an on-site examination of records and
other documents maintained by the handler and an evaluation of the
handler's compliance with all applicable requirements and adequate sampling
(use CES for CEIs without adequate sampling). Where appropriate, it
includes groundwater monitoring assessment outlines or plans, closure/post-
closure plans, contingency plan reviews, waste analysis plan reviews, and
preparedness and prevention plan reviews. Specifically excluded from the
CEI type of evaluation are Financial Record Reviews. This review is most
often conducted by "agency experts", and appropriately coded as Financial
Record Review (FRR) type of evaluation.

CES Compliance Evaluation
Inspection Without
Sampling

The CES type of evaluation indicates that the CEI was conducted without
sampling. (Used by implementers who conduct CEIs through two separate
site visits; one to do sampling and the other to complete the remainder of
the CEI i.e., CEI = CES + SPL).
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CME Compliance
(Groundwater)
Monitoring Evaluation

A detailed evaluation of the adequacy of the design and operation of a
facility's groundwater monitoring system as per EPA's Final RCRA
Compliance Groundwater Monitoring Evaluation Guidance Document.
Evaluation of the groundwater monitoring system design should be
conducted by a hydro geologist and includes the review of the
owner/operator's (o/o's) characterization of the hydro-geology beneath
hazardous waste management units, monitoring well placement and
depth/spacing, and well design and construction. It is essential that the CME
ensure that the o/o has designed an adequate groundwater monitoring system.
In addition, an integral part of the CME is the review of the operation of
the groundwater monitoring system through an evaluation of the o/o's
sampling and analysis plan and its implementation. CMEs should be
scheduled, to the maximum extent possible, to coincide with o/o sampling
events to permit the field evaluation of sampling techniques. Inspectors
should collect splits or conduct EPA/State sampling as a random check of
groundwater quality data at any wells which may have indicated releases to
support enforcement of corrective action.

A comparison of EPA/State and o/o analytical results can be used to assess
laboratory accuracy and establish the reliability of o/o submitted data. A
CME should encompass everything covered in the CEI for groundwater
monitoring facilities. In addition CMEs should include:
     a.  a detailed investigation of the engineering features and effectiveness
          of the groundwater  monitoring system;
     b.  a detailed review of the facility's groundwater sampling and analysis 
           plan;
     c.  re-calculation of statistics at detection monitoring facilities to ensure 
          that the facility should not be in assessment;
     d.  detailed examination of the facility assessment monitoring plan and
          field implementation;
     e.  re-evaluation of groundwater flow direction; and
     f.  a substantial amount of sampling. 

CMS Compliance
(Groundwater)
Monitoring Evaluation
Without Sampling

The CMS type of evaluation indicates that the CME was conducted without
a substantial amount of sampling. (Used by implementers who conduct
CMEs through two separate site visits; one to do sampling and the other to
complete the rest of the CME; i.e., CME = CMS + SPL).

CSE Compliance Schedule
Evaluation

An on-site inspection or other re-evaluation conducted to verify compliance
with enforcement actions resulting from a previous evaluation, or to review
deficiencies noted in previous inspection. It may be a re-review of the
adequacy of documents such as closure plans or financial instruments
previously found to be absent. A Compliance Schedule Evaluation should
only be used if the effort involved, or the extent of areas inspected, are
insufficient to qualify as one of the more comprehensive evaluation types
listed above.

FRR Financial Record Review An extensive detailed review of a handler's compliance with financial
responsibility requirements. Financial Record Reviews are conducted in the
Agency office and not on-site.

FSD Facility Self Disclosure Indication that a handler has self-disclosed the existence of a violation
and/or performed an audit and has submitted the information as appropriate
to the State or EPA.

LBN An inspection of land
disposal restriction
requirements

An inspection of land disposal restriction requirements. Where Land-Ban is
inspected in conjunction with another inspection type (CEI, CME, etc.), a
separate Handler Evaluation form should be submitted reporting the Land-
Ban component.
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NRR Non-financial Record
Review

An evaluation conducted in the Agency office involving a detailed review of
non-financial records.

OAM Operation and
Maintenance Inspection

The Operation and Maintenance Inspection is a periodic inspection of how
well a groundwater monitoring system continues to function once it is
considered well designed. The inspection focuses on the condition of wells
and sampling devices. Evaluation of well recovery notes, turbidity of water,
total depth, depth to water, etc. should be made and compared to historic
data. Sampling devices should be tested and if necessary pulled and visually
inspected. The findings of an O&M inspection will indicate whether case
development is warranted and/or will serve to focus future CMEs. The
inspector should be experienced in evaluation of groundwater monitoring
systems, e.g., hydro geologist. This inspection can include sampling.
However, if a great deal of sampling is conducted, a separate sampling
inspection should be recorded.

OTH Other Evaluation Any type of evaluation other than those listed above.

SNN Not a Significant Non-
Complier (SNC) 

A determination has been made to remove the SNC designation for a
facility. This can be as a result of the facility returning to full physical
compliance with regulatory and/or statutory requirements or with a
compliance schedule.

Note: This is an orphan evaluation record that is not linked to any specific
violation or enforcement action. The implementer should enter an SNN
record to supersede an SNY record when all outstanding violations have
returned to full physical compliance.

SNY A Significant 
Non-Complier (SNC)

A determination has been made to classify a facility as an SNC using the
following guidelines as set forth in the March 15, 1996 Hazardous Waste
Civil Enforcement Response Policy (ERP). An SNC is a facility  which has
caused actual exposure or a substantial likelihood of exposure to hazardous
waste or hazardous waste constituents; is a chronic or recalcitrant violator;
or deviates substantially from the terms of a permit, order, agreement or
from RCRA statutory or regulatory requirements. The actual or substantial
likelihood of exposure should be evaluated using facility specific
environmental and exposure information whenever possible. This may
include evaluating potential exposure pathways and the mobility and
toxicity of the hazardous waste being managed. However, it should be noted
that environmental impact alone is sufficient to cause a facility to be an
SNC, particularly when the environmental media affected require special
protection (e.g., wetlands or sources of underground drinking water).
Facilities should be evaluated on a multi-media basis; however, a facility may
be found to be a chronic or recalcitrant violator based solely on prior RCRA
violations and behavior.

Note: This is an orphan evaluation record that is not linked to any specific
violation or enforcement action. This determination should be entered into
RCRAInfo within 90 days after the implementer (EPA/State) determination
is made since the SNC designation will be made publicly available.

SPL Sampling Inspection This is an evaluation type in which samples are collected for laboratory
analysis. A sampling inspection will frequently be conducted in conjunction
with the CES or CMS but occurs at a different time or by different personnel
to stand on its own as a separate inspection. In those cases, a Handler
Evaluation Form for each evaluation (Sampling and CES/CMS) should be
completed to reflect that both were done.

Sampling inspections may also be necessary for additional enforcement case
development.
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Multi-Media Evaluation Types

Code Description Definition

MMB RCRA CEI Performed with
the Screening Checklist

RCRA CEI Performed with the Screening Checklist. 

MMC Comprehensive and
Coordinated Inspection

This value includes the performance of a RCRA CEI in a coordinated effort with
other programs at a handler's site.

MMD  Detailed Multimedia
Inspection

This value includes the performance of a RCRA CEI by a specially trained
inspector at a handler's site.

MMS Multi media Screening
Checklist Only

A CEI was not performed; however, the screening checklist was performed alone or
as part of another type of inspection.

Note: Multimedia evaluation data (MMB, MMC, MMD, MMS) began being inputted into RCRAInfo (RCRIS) in FY95.
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Table 6.2.  Proposed Definitions - Evaluation Type

Recommended Nationally-Defined Values
Evaluation Type Codes

Code Description Definition

CAC Corrective Action
Compliance
Evaluation

An evaluation of a site’s compliance with the corrective action requirements of a permit or
an order.  When a CAC is conducted as part of another inspection type (CEI,  GME, etc.),
a separate entry for a CAC should be conducted for the CAC component.

CAV Compliance
Assistance Visit

The compliance assistance activity that a Region or State conducts at a specific site to
assist the site in achieving compliance as outlined in the OECA Operating Principles (URL:
http://www.epa.gov/compliance/resources/policies/planning/state/oprin-integ-mem.pdf).  A
CAV evaluation does not include evaluation events that would otherwise qualify as another
type of evaluation such as a CEI or OAM evaluation or conducted under the auspices of a
confidentiality agreement via a small business or local government assistance program
(sometimes referred to as an amnesty program).  However, this CAV activity code would
include technical site-specific compliance assistance not considered “interpretive technical
assistance.”  CAVs are conducted without the threat of enforcement.  Therefore, CAVs
should not be linked to violations or enforcement actions.

CDI Case Development
Inspection 

A CDI is an on-site inspection conducted for the sole purpose of gathering additional
information that supports the evidence (i.e., samples, on-site record review, interview, etc.)
for a potential or pending enforcement case.  A CDI is performed only after an initial
evaluation has resulted in the observation of potential violations.

CEI Compliance
Evaluation
Inspection

A CEI evaluation is primarily an on-site evaluation of the compliance status of the site
with regard to all applicable RCRA Regulations and Permits (with the exception of
groundwater monitoring and financial assurance requirements).  Although portions of a CEI
evaluation may routinely be conducted in an agency office setting, such “office”
evaluations are considered an integral part of a CEI in terms of completing an evaluation. 
The overall evaluation of a site’s compliance status may take place over multiple days
necessitating multiple site visits and activities. The entire set of activities and associated
effort is considered a single CEI.

The major function of a CEI is an overall review of the site's performance.  The inspection
includes an on-site examination of records and other documents maintained by the site  and
an evaluation of the site's compliance with all applicable requirements and adequate
sampling, when necessary.  Where appropriate, it includes groundwater monitoring
assessment outlines or plans, closure/post-closure plans, contingency plan reviews, waste
analysis plan reviews, and preparedness and prevention plan reviews.  Specifically excluded
from the CEI type of evaluation are financial assurance requirements and inspections of
groundwater monitoring systems.   A review of financial assurance requirements is most
often conducted by "agency experts", and appropriately coded as an Financial Record
Review (FRR) evaluation.  Inspections of groundwater monitoring systems are coded as
either a GME or OAM.

CSE Compliance
Schedule Evaluation

An evaluation conducted to verify compliance with an enforceable compliance schedule
associated with a formal enforcement action.  When a CSE is conducted as part of another
inspection type (CEI, GME, etc.), a separate CSE entry should be made in RCRAInfo for
the CSE component.

FCI Focused
Compliance
Inspection

An FCI is an on-site inspection that addresses only a specific portion or Subpart of the
RCRA regulations or authorized State regulations/programs.  Some examples of an FCI are a
Subpart CC inspection, BIF inspection, Universal Waste Rule inspection, closure
verification inspection, training inspections, etc.  Nationally defined Focus Areas may be
used with this evaluation type to further define the specific scope of the FCI.
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FRR Financial Record
Review

An extensive detailed review of a site's compliance with financial responsibility
requirements. Financial Record Reviews are conducted in the Agency office and not on-site.

FSD Facility Self
Disclosure

Indication that a site has self-disclosed the existence of a violation and/or performed an
audit and has submitted the information as appropriate to the State or EPA.

FUI Follow-Up
Inspection

A partial on-site inspection conducted to verify the status of violations cited during a
previous evaluation.  An FUI code value should only be used if the effort involved, or the
extent of areas inspected, are insufficient to qualify as one of the more comprehensive
evaluation types.  Includes inspections following up to formal/informal actions where no
enforceable compliance schedule has been established.  Does not include any inspections
involving an enforceable compliance schedule associated with a formal enforcement action.
When an FUI inspection is conducted as part of another inspection type (CEI, GME, etc.),
a separate FUI entry should be made in RCRAInfo for the FUI component.  Please note
that new violations may be cited as a result of an FUI evaluation, and those new violations
would be linked to the FUI

GME Groundwater
Monitoring 
Evaluation

A detailed evaluation of the adequacy of the design and operation of a site's groundwater
monitoring system as per EPA's Final RCRA Compliance Groundwater Monitoring
Evaluation Guidance Document. Evaluation of the groundwater monitoring system design
should be conducted by a hydro geologist and includes the review of the owner/operator's
(o/o's) characterization of the hydro-geology beneath hazardous waste management units,
monitoring well placement and depth/spacing, and well design and construction. It is
essential that the GME ensure that the o/o has designed an adequate groundwater
monitoring system. In addition, an integral part of the GME is the review of the operation
of the groundwater monitoring system through an evaluation of the o/o's sampling and
analysis plan and its implementation.  GMEs should be scheduled, to the maximum extent
possible, to coincide with o/o sampling events to permit the field evaluation of sampling
techniques. Inspectors should collect splits or conduct EPA/State sampling as a random
check of groundwater quality data at any wells that may have indicated releases to support
enforcement of corrective action.

A comparison of EPA/State and o/o analytical results can be used to assess laboratory
accuracy and establish the reliability of o/o submitted data. A GME should encompass
everything covered in the CEI for groundwater monitoring facilities. In addition, GMEs
should include:
     a.  a detailed investigation of the engineering features and effectiveness of
          the groundwater monitoring system;
     b.  a detailed review of the site's groundwater sampling and analysis
          plan;
     c.  re-calculation of statistics at detection monitoring facilities to ensure that
          the site should not be in assessment;
     d.  detailed examination of the site's assessment monitoring plan & field
          implementation;
     e.  re-evaluation of groundwater flow direction; and
     f.  a substantial amount of sampling.

NRR Non-financial
Record Review

An evaluation conducted in the Agency office involving a detailed review of non-financial
records.

OAM Operation and
Maintenance
Inspection

The Operation and Maintenance Inspection is a periodic inspection of how well a
groundwater monitoring system continues to function once it is considered well designed.
The inspection focuses on the condition of wells and sampling devices. Evaluation of well
recovery notes, turbidity of water, total depth, depth to water, etc. should be made and
compared to historic data. Sampling devices should be tested and if necessary pulled and
visually inspected. The findings of an O&M inspection will indicate whether case
development is warranted and/or will serve to focus future GMEs. The inspector should be
experienced in evaluation of groundwater monitoring systems, e.g., hydro-geologist. This
inspection can include sampling.
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SNN No Longer a
Significant Non-
Complier (SNC)

A determination has been made to remove the SNC designation for a site.

Note: Entry of an SNN record is required to remove a site from being an SNC.

SNY A Significant 
Non-Complier
(SNC)

A determination has been made to designate a site as an SNC using guidelines as set forth in
the current version of the Hazardous Waste Civil Enforcement Response Policy (ERP). 

An SNC is a site that has caused actual exposure or a substantial likelihood of exposure to
hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents; is a chronic or recalcitrant violator; or
deviates substantially from the terms of a permit, order, agreement or from RCRA
statutory or regulatory requirements. 

In evaluating whether there has been actual or likely exposure to hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituents, implementers should consider both environmental and human
health concerns.  However, environmental impact or a substantial likelihood of impact
alone is sufficient to cause a violator to be an SNC, particularly when the environmental
media affected require special protection (e.g., wetlands or sources of underground drinking
water).   Additionally, when deciding whether a violator meets this criterion, implementers
should consider the potential exposure of workers to hazardous waste or hazardous waste
constituents.

Further, although consideration should be given to compliance status with other
environmental statutes and regulations, an SNC in RCRAInfo should be linked to all
applicable violations that contributed to the SNC designation, where appropriate.  Although
there are benefits to doing so, linkage of SNY determination to specific RCRA violations,
that contributed to the SNC determination, is option.

Note: It is important to enter the SNY designation promptly upon designation.

Note - There will be no implementer-defined values allowed for Evaluation Type.
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Table 6.3.  Proposed Definitions - FCI Evaluation Focus Areas

Recommended Nationally-Defined Values
FCI Focus Areas

Code Description Definition

BIF Boiler/Industrial
Furnace Inspection

Inspections focused on compliance with regulatory requirements for boilers and industrial
furnaces.

CAR Corrective Action/
Remediation
Oversight

Inspections focused on the oversight of corrective action or State remediation activities.  Use
this code only when the oversight does not represent an evaluation of the site’s compliance
with the corrective action requirements present in a permit or order (definition of CAO
Evaluation Type).

CCI Subpart CC
Inspection

Inspections focused on compliance with air emission standards for tanks, surface
impoundments, and containers as covered in 40 CFR 264 and 265, subparts CC.

CFI Commercial
Facility Inspection

Focused inspection at a commercial facility (i.e., sites covered under the EPA Off-Site Policy)
that does not constitute a CEI.

CPC Closure/Post-
Closure Inspection

Inspections focused on oversight of closure/ post-closure activities, including certification of
closure/post-closure.

DOS Definition of Solid
Waste

Inspections to verify information related to variance requests, delisting, solid/hazardous waste
determination, speculative accumulation, etc.

EMR Emergency
Response Activity

RCRA activities related to emergency response and subsequent clean-up.

IEI Import/Export
Inspection

Inspections to evaluate regulatory compliance for hazardous waste imports and exports.

INC Hazardous Waste
Incinerator
Inspection

Inspection/observation of other incinerator activities.

ISI Inactive Site
Inspection

Inspections to verify the status of a site.  This code should only be used when the site’s status
was verified as inactive.

LDR Land Ban
Restrictions

Inspections focused on compliance with the land ban restrictions.

Note this Focus Area is only for use with historical evaluations.  THIS WILL NOT BE
ALLOWED FOR NEW EVALUATIONS.

PTB Performance Test
(Trial Burn)

Inspection to evaluate trial burn performance.

PTX Performance Test
(Subpart X)

Inspection to evaluate performance under Subpart X requirements.

RTI Remote
Transporter
Inspection

Inspections of a transporter’s vehicle and associated manifesting documentation from a
remote location  (i.e., in transit).

THI TSD HWMU
Inspection

Compliance monitoring inspections focused on specific regulatory requirements of Hazardous
Waste Management Units (tanks, surface impoundments, drip pads, etc.).

UIC Underground
Injection Control

Evaluation of compliance with underground injection control requirements.

UOI Used Oil Inspection Inspections focused on compliance with the Used Oil regulations as covered by 40 CFR 279.
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UWR Universal Waste
Rule Inspection

Inspections focused on compliance with the Universal Waste Rule as covered by 40 CFR 273.

Note- Additional implementer-defined values will  be allowed for FCI Evaluation Focus Area codes.
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Table 6.4.  Current Definitions - Evaluation Reason Type

Existing Nationally-Defined Values
Evaluation Reason Codes

Code Description Definition

blank ----- In terms of RCRA Compliance Monitoring, the evaluation is considered to be routine. 

01 Follow-up This reason element is used when a Follow-up Evaluation is required but, due to
scheduling time constraints, etc., a less comprehensive type of evaluation is conducted
in lieu of a full compliance schedule evaluation. Normally used with "OTHER"
Evaluation Type.

02 Case Development This reason element is used to further describe an evaluation that took place primarily
for the purpose of gathering sufficient information to support an enforcement action.

 Note: This reason element is currently viewed in regard to evaluations conducted to
supplement or strengthen already existing enforcement actions. IT SHOULD NOT BE
USED WITH THE CDI EVALUATION TYPE.

03 Sampling This reason element is used when a Sampling Inspection is required but, due to
scheduling time constraints, etc., a less comprehensive type of evaluation is conducted
in lieu of a Sampling Inspection. Normally used with "OTHER" Evaluation type.

04 Citizen Complaint This reason element should be used when an evaluation is conducted, at least partially in
response to a citizen complaint.

05 Withdrawals This reason element may be used to further describe an "OTHER" evaluation that is
conducted to verify that a Part A can be withdrawn.

06 Closure This reason element may be used to further describe an "OTHER" evaluation that is
conducted to verify closure.

Note- Evaluation Reason Codes would be completely eliminated from the database.
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Table 6.5.  Current Definitions - Evaluation Coverage Areas

Existing Nationally-Defined Values
Evaluation Coverage Area Codes

Code Description Definition

BCE BIF- Standards to Control Emissions [undefined]

BDT BIF- Standards for Direct Transfer [undefined]

BIS BIF- Interim Status Standards [undefined]

BPS BIF- Permit Standards [undefined]

BRR BIF-Standards for Regulation of Residue [undefined]

CAS TSD- Corrective Action Compliance Schedule [undefined]

CSS Compliance Schedule Violation [undefined]

DCH TSD- Chemical/Physical Biological Requirements [undefined]

DCL TSD- Closure/Post Closure Requirements [undefined]

DCP TSD- Contingency Plan Requirements [undefined]

DFR TSD- Financial Responsibility Requirements [undefined]

DGS TSD- General Standards [undefined]

DGW TSD- Groundwater Monitoring Requirements [undefined]

DIA Incinerator- Waste Analysis [undefined]

DIN TSD- Incinerator Requirements [undefined]

DLB TSD- Land Ban Requirements [undefined]

DLF TSD- Landfill Requirements [undefined]

DLT TSD- Land Treatment Requirements [undefined]

DMC TSD- Containers Requirements [undefined]

DMI Incinerator- Monitoring and Inspection [undefined]

DMR TSD- Manifest Requirements [undefined]

DOP Incinerator- Operating Requirements [undefined]

DOR TSD- Other Requirements (Implementer Only) [undefined]

DOT TSD- Other Requirements (Oversight Level) [undefined]

DPB TSD- Part B Application [undefined]

DPP TSD- Preparedness/Prevention Requirements [undefined]

DPS Incinerator- Performance Standards [undefined]
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DSI TSD- Surface Impoundment Requirements [undefined]

DTR TSD- Tanks Requirements [undefined]

DTT TSD- Thermal Treatment Requirements [undefined]

DWP TSD- Waste Pile Requirements [undefined]

FEA Formal Enforcement Agreement [undefined]

GER Generator- All Requirements (Oversight Level) [undefined]

GGR Generator- General Requirements (Implementer Only) [undefined]

GLB Generator- Land Ban Requirements [undefined]

GMR Generator- Manifest Requirements [undefined]

GOR Generator- Other Requirements [undefined]

GPT Generator- Pre-Transport Requirements [undefined]

GRR Generator- Recordkeeping Requirements [undefined]

GSC Generator- Special Conditions [undefined]

GSQ Generator- SQG Requirements [undefined]

TGR Transporter- General [undefined]

TMR Transporter- Manifest/Recordkeeping Requirements [undefined]

TOR Transporter- Other Requirements [undefined]

TRR Transporter- All Requirements (Oversight Level) [undefined]

TWD Transporter- Hazardous Waste Requirements [undefined]

Notes:

   “FEA” can represent:
 1.  Failure to pay penalty.
 2.  Other ‘administrative’ violations not tied to RCRA

       regulations.
 3.  Omnibus ‘bad actor’ violations.

    

The “CSS” code indicates:
1.  Compliance Schedule for other than Corrective
     Action Schedule.
2.  Compliance Schedule associated with an Enforcement
     Action.

Incinerator & BIF codes:
Incinerator codes (DIA, DPS, DOP, DMI) and BIF codes (BRR,
BPS, BIS, BCE, BDT) began being inputted into RCRIS FY94.

Note- Evaluation Coverage Areas would be completely eliminated from the database.
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Table 6.6.  Current Definitions - Responsible Agency Values

Existing Nationally-Defined Values
Responsible Agency Codes

Code Description Definition

S State [ undefined ]

B State contractor This category also includes county organizations or State or local organizations which
conduct evaluations on the State’s behalf.

E EPA personnel [ undefined ]

C EPA contractor  [ undefined ]

X EPA oversight Oversight-by-EPA for oversight purpose, i.e. to evaluate the quality of the State’s
compliance and enforcement program, is considered to be an oversight inspection.
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Table 6.7.  Proposed Definitions - Responsible Agency Values

Recommended Nationally-Defined Values
Responsible Agency Codes

Code Description Definition

S State Responsible agency is the State/Tribe/Territory.

B State
Contractor/Grantee 

Responsible agency is the State/Tribe/Territory agency through use of a contractor or
grantee.  Includes other State/Tribe/Territory, county, and local organizations that
conduct evaluations on  behalf of the State/Tribe/Territory.

Note: Contractors/Grantees can conduct evaluations on behalf of the agency, but they
can not determine violations.  The determining of violations is an agency function,
therefore, violations linked to agency type “B” will be coded as “S” for the violation
agency.  This will allow the States to be able to modify the violation.

T State-Initiated
Oversight/Observation/
Training Actions

Activities conducted by a State/Tribe/Territory involving oversight or observation of
EPA activities or  those activities where State/Tribe/Territory staff accompany EPA
staff strictly for training purposes.  No inspection report is generated by the
State/Tribe/Territory from these activities nor is any direct enforcement response
initiated by the State/Tribe/Territory. 

Note: No violations or enforcement activity can be initiated by this responsible agency
code.  Only EPA would be initiating these activities, under these circumstances.

E EPA Responsible agency is the United States Environmental Protection Agency.

C EPA
Contractor/Grantee

Responsible agency is the United States Environmental Protection Agency through use
of a contractor or grantee.

Note: Contractors/Grantees can conduct evaluations on behalf of the agency, but they
can not determine violations.  The determining of violations is an agency function,
therefore, violations linked to agency type “C” will be coded as “E” for the violation
agency.  This will allow the EPA Region to be able to modify the violation.

X EPA-Initiated
Oversight/Observation/
Training Actions

EPA-Initiated Oversight/Observation/Training Actions includes traditional oversight
and observation activities conducted to evaluate a State’s performance under a grant
program.  In addition, training activities where EPA staff may accompany experienced
State/Tribe/Territory staff for training purposes are also included under this code.  EPA
takes no direct enforcement response as a result of these activities.

Note: No violations or enforcement activity can be initiated by this responsible agency
code.  Only the State would be initiating these activities, under these circumstances.

Note- No implementer-defined values will be allowed for Responsible Agency values.
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Table 6.8.  Proposed Definitions - Indicator Check Box Values

Recommended Nationally-Defined Values
Indicator Check Box Values

Description Definition

Citizen Complaint Evaluation was initiated because of a tip/complaint.

Multimedia Evaluation was part of a multimedia inspection activity.

Sampling Evaluation conducted included the collection of samples.

Not Subtitle C Inspection conducted pursuant to RCRA 3007 or State equivalent , determination made: site is
non-hazardous waste.

Note- No implementer-defined values will be allowed for Indicator Check Box Values.
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GME - Groundwater Monitoring Evaluation with
             Sampling Indicator Checkbox, when applicable 
             (Revised Title and Definition)

CME
CMS

Figure 6-1.  Visual Code Change Crosswalk - Evaluation Types

Crosswalk Between Existing and Proposed Evaluation Types

Old EvaluationType  New Proposed Evaluation Type

                               OR

                                OR

CAC - Corrective Action Compliance Evaluation
             (Revised Title and Definition)

CDI - Case Development Inspection (Revised Definition)

CEI - Compliance Evaluation Inspection with
          Multimedia or Sampling Indicator Checkbox, when
          applicable  (Revised Definition)

CSE - Compliance Schedule Evaluation  
           (Revised Definition)

FCI - Focused Compliance Inspection with
          Multimedia Indicator Checkbox, when applicable 
          (New Code and Definition)

FRR - Financial Record Review

FSD - Facility Self Disclosure

FUI - Follow Up Inspection  (Revised Definition)

NRR - Non-Financial Record Review

OAM - Operation and Maintenance Inspection

CAV - Compliance Assistance Visit  (Revised Definition)

CAO

CAV

CDI
OTH-02 (Case Dev.)

CEI           MMB
CES          MMC
        MMD

CSE

LBN          MMS
OTH-05 (Withdrawal)
OTH-06 (Closure)

FRR

FSD

OTH-01 (Follow-up)

NRR

OAM



90November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

Old EvaluationType  New Proposed Evaluation Type

SNN - No Longer a Significant Non-Complier
(Revised Definition) 

SNY - Significant Non-Complier
(Revised Definition) 

SNN

SNY

SPL
OTH-03 (Sampling)

Select applicable evaluation type from nationally defined
values and use Sampling Indicator Checkbox

Select applicable evaluation type from nationally defined
values and use Citizen Complaint Indicator Checkbox

OTH-04 (Complaint)

Each state will need to determine an appropriate evaluation
type from the new nationally defined values.

OTH with reason code
or comment
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PPI # 7   Tracking of Requests for Information

Program Need
Evidence and information developed by the inspection team constitutes the core material that the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) case 
development staff will build into an enforcement case.  If the
evidence supporting a violation is not properly obtained, or is
insufficient, the case will be difficult to develop and may lead to
dismissal.  For several reasons, case development staff benefit by
understanding how relevant information is gathered and what
constraints may hinder case development.  Such understanding
allows case development staff to coordinate with the RCRA
inspection team throughout the case development process. The
issuance of RCRA 3007 information requests or State equivalent (pursuant to State statutory
authority) provides an appropriate mechanism for collecting information prior to or after the
inspection process. It allows case development staff the opportunity to review the adequacy and
completeness of information gathered from a site or inspection results.

Problem Analysis
RCRAInfo does not nationally define the way implementors should track the issuance of a 3007
request for information.  The majority of implementors have chosen to enter the information in the
enforcement module of RCRAInfo as an informal enforcement action.  Requests for Information
are not enforcement actions.  Analysis of Information Requests has proven to be tedious and time
consuming often causing implementors to do manual searches.  The issuance of an Information
Request uses RCRA resources and should be tracked as part of the overall case development
history.  A nationally defined and consistent way of tracking Information Requests is needed.  The
RCRA program needs to be able to identify all Information Requests and the associated resource
expenditures during the compliance monitoring and enforcement process.

Recommendation
The Team recommends that the following two fields be added to the evaluation record:

Date of Request - The actual date request is signed; and
Date Response Received - The actual date a response is received from the site. 

These Information Request data fields can be entered before any evaluation, during an evaluation or
during the enforcement process. These data fields will be repeating fields that will maintain history
so as to be available for reporting purposes. The Information Request data fields will be optional.
Implementers should enter this information into the data system.

If there is no evaluation, the Information Request would be an orphan.  These orphans should not
remain in the data base, because when the request comes in, at a minimum, a Non-Financial Record
Review evaluation type would be entered as part of the 3007 Information Request data.
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This recommendation is only for new Information Requests issued after the implementation date of
this recommendation. This recommendation does not request previous Information Request data be
added to the national data system.

Note:
The Team voting on this issue was: 3 States, 1 Region, OSW, and OECA voted
for adding the new fields; 1 State voted for not tracking Information Request at
all  (discussed in the Other Options Considered section below) and 1 Region
wanted the Evaluation Type approach (discussed in the Other Options
Considered section below).

There will be a report provided which can be used for QA/QC of orphan Information Requests.
(See Reports section for description of report proposed.)

Pros: 
Nationally-defined and consistent way to track Information Requests.

Cons:
Change to business rule which results in a need for training, outreach associated with the
guidance on the entry of Information Requests and issues associated with the conversion of
existing Information Requests.

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solutions were considered:

1) Do not track Information Requests at all:
Do not track Information Requests in the data system.

Pros:
There would be no need for analysis or changes to the data system. 

Cons:
There would be no area available to implementers to track Information Requests.
Information requests would need to be tracked either in a separate implementer system or
manually by each implementer as there would be no place in RCRAInfo for Information
Requests.  There would be no ability on a national level to derive a count of Information
Requests that have been sent.

2) Track Information Requests as an evaluation type:
Track an Information Request as a specific evaluation type similar to a facility self
disclosure (FSD), non-records review (NRR), a Significant Non-Complier (SNY), Not a
Significant Non-Complier (SNN) or any other type evaluation/inspection.



 HMA FINAL Report November 17, 200393

Pros:
This would require the least changes to the data system, as it only requires the addition of a
nationally-defined code for Information Requests.

Cons:
Information Requests are not true evaluation/inspection/enforcement types.  They are a tool
used to gather information. 

3) Status Quo:
Allow implementers to track Information Requests in what ever manner they wish (in the
evaluations module, violation module or enforcement module).

Pros:
There would be no need for analysis or changes to the data system.

Cons:
There would continue to be no nationally consistency.  No reliable nation numbers would be
able to be derived from the data system. Confusion would continue to exist.

Dependencies
Recommendation to remove implementer-defined codes for 3007 codes in:

PPI # 6  Inconsistent Data Entry & Coldification of Evaluations
PPI # 14  Inconsistent Data Entry & Coldification of Violations
PPI # 19  Inconsistent Data Entry & Coldification of Enforcment Actions

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction:
There may be a burden reduction of time savings for enforcement case development if this
information is available in the data system.

Data Quality Improvement:
Data in RCRAInfo would be improved by having a consistent way to capture Information
Request data.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
None.   

Structure Changes:
Add two new data fields to the evaluation record: Date of Request, and Date Response
Received. These fields will allow for multiple entries per site and multiple entries per
evaluation.  These are repeating fields that will maintain history. The use of these fields are
optional.  There is no requirement to enter historical data for these fields.  These are only
for new information requests.
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Translator Load Changes:
The translator load program will need to be modified to accept these two new information
request fields from implementers.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
The evaluation list screen and the evaluation add and update screens will need to be
modified.

Reports:
There will be a report provided in RCRAInfo that will help implementers to QA/QC their
data and to check for information request data without associated evaluation data.  All
information request data should have evaluation data entered for it.  At a minimum there
would be a non-financial records review (NRR) entered once the information request is
received and reviewed by the implementer. See Reports Section of this report for a
description of the proposed report.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
11

Can live with
9

Agree
4

Can live with
1 25

Absolutely cannot
live with 7 6 13

Although most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally
proposed, some concern was expressed regarding the tracking of the scheduled response date.
Therefore, the HMA PAA revised its original recommendation by eliminating the schedule response
date and changing the use of the new fields (date of request and actual date of response) to
optional.  These are the only changes to the original recommendation.  This revised recommendation
was presented to the WIN/INFORMED Executive Steering Committee for approval and
implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 8   Tracking RCRA Section 6002 at Federal Facilities

Program Need
Under RCRA Section 6002, federal agencies must develop a
procurement  program to purchase EPA-designated recycled
content products to the maximum extent practicable. Federal
agencies procurement programs, at a minimum, must include: 

1. A recovered materials preference program; 
2. Promotion of the agency’s preference program;
3. Estimates and certification of total percentage of recovered materials in

performance of a contract, and;
4. An annual review and monitoring of the procurement program.  

Executive Order 13101 requires EPA to assess federal site compliance with Section 6002 during
EPA inspections.  In response, OECA Federal Facilities Enforcement Office (FFEO) has developed
federal facilities Section 6002 guidance for federal inspectors and a site questionnaire to be
completed by the site’s management during each EPA inspection.  

Problem Analysis
Presently, there are no data points for EPA inspectors to enter information regarding federal site
compliance with RCRA 6002. Currently, federal inspectors must mail completed questionnaires to
HQ FFEO who then manually tracks them.  FFEO then manually matches up the inspectors
questionnaires with the questionnaires completed and mailed in by the federal facility.  FFEO
manually counts the number of inspector questionnaires waiting for federal facility response,
inspector questionnaires which have corresponding completed federal facility responses, and EPA
inspections at federal facilities which inspectors did not complete or provide questionnaires.
Providing an area for the inspectors to enter data regarding Section 6002 compliance and FFEO to
enter whether the federal facility completes and returns the questionnaires will greatly help manage
the RCRA Section 6002 federal site program.

A comment received during Critical Review suggested that this need could be tracked as an
initiative as described in PPI # 1 Tracking of Commitments and Initiatives.  The Team discussed
this and decided that was not a viable option for the following reasons:

1. This is a RCRA regulated requirement, initiatives are not contained in the
regulations; and

2. Unlike an initiative which is for a certain length of time, as needed, this is a
regulatory obligation for federal facilities and EPA and is not temporary.

Recommendation
The Team suggests that a RCRA 6002 section be added to the data system and that the following
three questions (e.g., fields) be asked when evaluations are being entered by EPA inspectors at a
federal site: 

1. RCRA 6002 inspection performed? Yes/No
2. Site given RCRA 6002 questionnaire? Yes/No
3. Inspector questionnaire completed and mailed? Yes/No
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These questions would appear only when an evaluation was being entered: 1) for a federal site and
2) by agency EPA.  They would not appear for any other type of site or for any state inspections.
These questions would be required for RCRA federal site inspections conducted by EPA and would
be presented as check boxes.

The Team also recommends that a method be provided for OECA FFEO staff to respond to the
following two questions and link them to the original evaluation performed at the federal site:

1. Inspection questionnaire received? Yes/No
2. Site questionnaire received? Yes/No

Staff members from FFEO would be assigned limited update rights that allow them the capability to
enter responses only to those two questions at federal facilities which already have had an
evaluation involving RCRA Section 6002.  Again these would be check-boxes.

Pros:
Adding a RCRA 6002 section including these five questions will greatly facilitate FFEO’s
ability to monitor and report on the progress made in federal agency compliance with these
statutory requirements. Adding this section will also encourage federal agencies to monitor
and improve facility compliance with RCRA.

Cons:
This recommendation will include structure and data entry changes.  This option does
include some limited added data entry burden, but only for the very small portion of
inspections which are conducted at federal facilities.

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community.  The following alternative solution was considered:

1) Status Quo:
Continue tracking this information manually and mailing it to FFEO who compiles it
manually for reporting to the Office of Federal Environmental Executive (OFEE).

Pros:
No structure change would be required. No requirement to enter into RCRAInfo the
response to the three questions when conducting an inspection at a federal site.

Cons:
Continued costly and cumbersome transferring of paper records between inspectors of
federal facilities and FFEO.  Continued burden and difficulty reporting on the progress made
in federal agencies compliance with Section 6002 statutory requirements.

Dependencies
None
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Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction:
This PPI will result in burden reduction in time and resources to manually track this federal
requirement.

Data Quality Improvement:
Improves collection and reporting of data associated with this federal facility requirement.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
None.   

Structure Changes:
Add five new data fields that will capture the yes/no responses to five questions: (three
posed to EPA inspectors entering an evaluation at a federal facility and two questions that
Federal Facilities Enforcement Office (FFEO) staff will respond to for federal facilities
which had an EPA evaluation entered). These fields will allow multiple entries per facility.
These are repeating fields that will maintain history. The use of these fields is mandatory for
evaluations performed by EPA at federal facilities.  There is no requirement to enter
historical data for these fields.  They are only for new EPA inspections at federal facilities.

Translator Load Changes:
No changes.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
The evaluation add and update screens will need to be modified.

Reports:
There will be a report provided in RCRAInfo that will help implementers to: QA/QC this
data and for FFEO to run for determining which facilities have outstanding questionnaires,
track federal facility compliance with RCRA Section 6002, and provide annual reports. See
Reports Section of this report for a description of the proposed report.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
4

Can live with
16

Agree
4

Can live with
3 27

Absolutely cannot
live with 1 2 3
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Most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally proposed.
Therefore, the HMA PAA presented its original recommendation to the WIN/INFORMED
Executive Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 9   Pre-Inspection Report and Linkage to Definition of
Waste

Program Need
To properly prepare for hazardous waste inspections, hazardous waste inspectors need to have
readily accessible information that describes a site’s enforcement/compliance history and waste
generation. It is time consuming to have to gather this information from other locations. This
information is helpful for the planning and targeting of hazardous waste inspections.  There is
sometimes also a need after or during inspections, to have a readily available data resource to help
make determinations about whether a material is classified as either a solid or hazardous waste or
whether it is a recyclable material.

Problem Analysis
RCRA inspectors can save a considerable amount of time if, during the pre-inspection planning
phases, there is immediate access to historic inspection/enforcement history and waste information
data for each RCRA hazardous waste site in a single report.  Most of the time, additional time is
spent by inspectors searching for this information from different sources or areas of RCRAInfo
prior to the actual inspection. It is difficult to select and prioritize those hazardous waste sites for
inspection without having information for the site about compliance and enforcement history and
waste generation information.

The determination of whether a material is classified as a product or a waste usually takes a
considerable amount of time due to the complexity of the federal rule and the application of this rule
to the different regulatory scenarios. A readily available  resource to help make these determinations
would be useful.

Recommendation
This recommendation has two parts:

A. Create a Pre-Inspection Report
The Team recommends that a standard report be created within RCRAInfo which lists, for
each hazardous waste handler, consolidated into one report, all information from other
RCRAInfo modules, including available compliance/enforcement, permitting and waste
information data.  This standard pre-inspection report should be accessible within the
Reports section of RCRAInfo.  It is recommended that the Design Team include this
information for each site from the following RCRAInfo areas:  CM&E (evaluation,
violation, and enforcement); Handler (current contact, owner, operator, NAICS, EPA ID,
Waste Activity’s most recent reporting cycle, BRS data); and Permitting/Corrective Action
(permit units and  conditions, corrective action orders with latest status for site).  The
inspector can choose to or not to use the report and there would be no additional data entry
requirements for inspectors.  The purpose of this report is to prepare the inspector.

B. Provide Web Link Descriptions
The Team also recommends that each pre-inspection report for each site contain the
Definition of Solid Waste (DSW) web site url and the specific url site and descriptions for



100November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

any other appropriate web url sites that provide guidance for making solid and hazardous
waste determinations.

Pros:
Less time being spent on preparing for site inspections and on making regulatory waste
determinations. More agencies will become familiar with the DSW web site.

Cons:
Resources will be needed to create and program new pre-inspection report.

Other Option Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solution was considered:

1) Status Quo:

Pros:
No changes needed to RCRAInfo.  Already have the capability within different modules of
RCRAInfo.

Cons:
More time being spent collecting information to prepare for site inspections due to less
familiarity with sites and site waste types and in collecting info from different modules
within RCRAInfo and other similar data bases.  There is less familiarity with information
available to make hazardous waste determinations.

Dependencies
None

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction:
This PPI will result in time savings by collecting pre-inspection site history information
within the data base vs. trying to manually collect the information from different sources or
sections within RCRAInfo.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
None.   

Structure Changes:
No changes.

Translator Load Changes:
No changes.
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Data Entry Screen Changes:
No changes.

Reports:
This PPI describes the need for a new pre-inspection report that should be provided in
RCRAInfo that will help inspectors to prepare for inspections and provide the description
and url for sites which may help to determine hazardous waste. See Reports Section of this
report for a description of the proposed report.

The Team suggests the Design Team include the date the current owner/operator assumed
the responsibility of the facility on all reports displaying owner/operator.

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
15

Can live with
10

Agree
4

Can live with
1 30

Absolutely cannot
live with 1 1 2

Most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally proposed.
Therefore, the HMA PAA presented its original recommendation to the WIN/INFORMED
Executive Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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Violation Policy and Procedure Issues
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PPI # 10   How Do We Designate Whether There Were or Were 
Not Violations Found During an 
Evaluation/Inspection?

Program Need
The Team recognizes that there is a need to know definitively whether
or not violations were discovered during an evaluation/inspection.

Problem Analysis
Some implementers have questioned if it is necessary to store in the data system a definitive answer
as to whether or not an evaluation/inspection discovered violations.  It has been asked whether the
answer can be derived by the absence of violations.

The HMA Team believes that it can not be derived. If the data system has an evaluation with no
violations, you do not know if there were no violations found or if the implementer is still determining
if violations were present (waiting for sampling results, waiting for response to a 3007 request, etc.).
But if there is a definitive answer stored in the data system, as there currently is, then you are
certain whether or not the evaluation discovered violations or if the implementer is still working on it.
With the recommendation in PPI # 14 to remove pending violations from the data system, it is even
more important to have a definitive answer to the question whether violations were discovered. 

With RCRAInfo information being increasingly more available to the public via the Internet, it is
more and more important to answer whether or not violations were discovered.  The public wants to
know what the outcome of the evaluations were and they want it in an easy to understand method.
The site personnel also want the data system to definitively inform the public whether violations
were discovered during an evaluation/inspection.

Currently, RCRAInfo presents a question while entering evaluations that must be answered in order
to save the evaluation.  It asks: “Did this evaluation find any violations?” The only answers available
from the drop down menu are:

      Yes, violations were found.
      No, violations were not found.
      Undetermined, Agency may still be determining whether violations existed.

If the implementer answers “Yes”, the Select Violations screen is displayed and the implementer
must either enter a new violation or link to an existing violation before the evaluation can be saved.
If the implementer answers “No” or “Undetermined”, the Select Violations screen will not be
displayed and the implementer will be allowed to save the evaluation. 

The HMA Team believes that it is an important need that is currently being met and should continue
to be met.

Recommendation 
Status Quo:

The Team suggests that we continue with the above question and storing of the response in
the RCRAInfo data field: found_violation.  
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There will be a report provided which can be used for QA/QC of evaluations which still
have “Undetermined” in the found_violation field.  (See Reports section for description of
proposed report.)

Pros:
This method clearly indicates whether or not either violations were discovered by an
evaluation or the implementer is working on determining if violations are present. This option
also aids in ensuring that violations are linked to their appropriate violation. In addition, this
option requires fewer resources than using pending (class P) violations.

Cons:
None.

Other Options Considered 
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solution was considered:

1) Using the Evaluation Start and End Date:
With the addition of the new data fields “evaluation start date” and “evaluation end date”,
these fields could be used to help determine if violations were found. (See PPI # 3, Day
Zero Definition, for a complete discussion of evaluation start and end date.)

Pros:
The current data RCRAInfo data field “found_violation” could be eliminated.  

Cons:
This option does not definitively resolve whether or not violations were found for any
evaluations without enforcement actions since violations can be determined after the
evaluation end date but before the enforcement action date.

Dependencies
None

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Data Quality Improvement:
Data concerning violations found would be more accurate and consistent.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
None.   

Structure Changes:
No changes.

Translator Load Changes:
No changes.
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Data Entry Screen Changes:
Data entry screens will only accept “No, violations were not found” when agency is “State
- Initiated Oversight/Observation/Training Action” (T) or “EPA - Initiated
Oversight/Observation/Training Action” (X).

Reports:
There will be a report provided in RCRAInfo that will help implementers to: QA/QC this
data by reporting all evaluations which still have “Undetermined” in the found_violation
field. See Reports Section of this report for a description of the proposed report.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
23

Can live with
2

Agree
7

Can live with
0 32

Absolutely can not
live with 0 0 0

Most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally proposed.
Therefore, the HMA PAA presented its original recommendation to the WIN/INFORMED
Executive Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 11   Determining Violation Dates and Capturing 
Violations

Program Need
The Team recognizes the inconsistencies that exist among
implementers concerning the manner that violations are
determined and recorded as part of the data record.  For the
purpose of national consistency, the Team believes that
clarification and guidance is necessary to assist program
implementers in making violation determinations 
that accurately reflect the compliance status of a site and that are accurately linked to the
appropriate compliance monitoring evaluation.

Problem Analysis
The Team believes there are two issues that should be addressed.  First, guidance on the violation
determined date should be provided.  Second, guidance is needed to ensure RCRAInfo reflects all
violations that are observed during the inspection process, including those violations that are
corrected during the inspection.

Violation Determined Date: 
The current 1996 Hazardous Waste Civil Enforcement Response Policy (ERP) does not
define the violation determined date. However, the 1996 ERP does establish a 90 day
deadline for the implementing agency to determine the appropriate enforcement response.
The RCRAInfo Data Element Dictionary defines the violation determined date as “the date
that a determination is made that the violation exists.  This is not necessarily the same date
as the date of the inspection or evaluation; for example, when the agency receives sample
results or a legal determination.”  However, a memorandum from US EPA (Fred Stiehl,
Office of Compliance and David Nielsen, Office of Regulatory Enforcement) dated May
28, 1997 entitled Clarification of RCRA Enforcement Response Policy to Address Data
Entry of Significant Non-Compliers (SNCs) into RCRIS states “the violation determined
date corresponds to Day Zero on the chart and is the Evaluation Date as defined in the
1996 ERP.”  This memorandum is not consistent with the RCRAInfo definition of  “violation
determined date”.

The Team believes the definition of “violation determined date” as stated in the RCRAInfo
Data Element Dictionary is more representative of implementer practices.  Implementing
agencies should be given the appropriate level of flexibility in establishing the violation
determined date in accordance with their specific compliance and enforcement process.

The violation determined date is not necessarily the first date of the evaluation, nor is it
necessarily the date the violation was first observed.  The violation determined date is
the  date the implementing agency first determines that the violation occurred.  In
fact, the date may be weeks or even months after the evaluation began if the implementer
takes samples as part of the inspection and is waiting on the analytical results to make the
violation determination.  In that case, the  violation determined date would be the date
the  implementer reviewed the analytical results, not the date the samples were
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collected.   Therefore, different violations cited during the same evaluation may not have
the same violation determined date, especially when information requests are issued or
additional information is submitted to the implementer by the site after the completion of the
on-site portion of the evaluation. The Team believes it is important to note that the inspector
is not necessarily the person that determines if a violation occurred.  Depending on an
implementing agency’s compliance monitoring process, the determination may be made by a
supervisor or review group that approves the inspector's findings and decides to issue a
Notice of Violation (NOV) or other instrument to notify the site of the violations. In that
case, the violation determined date may be the date of the approval or the date of the
enforcement action, not the date of the evaluation.

Currently, each implementer decides the most appropriate date to use as the violation
determined date.  In some States, particularly those without administrative order authority,
the violation determined date would be on or after the evaluation start date and on or before
the informal enforcement action date.  Again, each implementer should decide the most
appropriate violation determined date based on their own compliance monitoring and
enforcement process.  However, the violation determination must be no later than
150 days from the evaluation start date. (See PPI # 3, Day Zero Definition, for
discussion of Day Zero.)

Capturing all violations: 
When inspectors perform on-site evaluations, they should be looking for all currently listed
unresolved violations at the site to verify if the violation(s) still exist.  A violation should be
linked to all evaluations (original and subsequent) where that violation was observed.  If the
violation still exists, it should be linked to the subsequent evaluation.  If the violation no
longer exists, this current evaluation should be linked to the violations which no longer exists
and the returned to compliance date and RTC qualifier entered, showing that the old
violation has been returned to compliance (RCRAInfo data field: actual_rtc_date).

Many times during an evaluation, one or more new violations are observed.  Site personnel
may correct these violations during the on-site evaluation process.  The Team believes that,
in many cases, regardless of whether or not other more substantial violations have been
observed, these violations are not being fully captured in the data record for that evaluation
event.  Therefore, the data system is not providing an accurate picture of the compliance
status and history of the site.  The Team believes that violations observed during an
evaluation must be recorded in RCRAInfo, regardless of whether or not they are corrected
during the evaluation.

Recommendation

Violation determined date:
The Team believes it is critical to accurately record the specific date the implementing
agency determines that a violation occurred during or, in some cases, even after the
evaluation process.  The violation “determined date” should be the actual date the
implementing agency determines that a violation has occurred, based on having all
appropriate information available for making that determination.  This date must be on or
after the evaluation start date but no later than 150 days from the evaluation start
date.
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How would this work?
As explained in PPI # 3, the evaluation start date would be the first day of the evaluation/inspection.
This evaluation start date will be day zero for timeliness purposes and will be when the “clock starts
ticking”. The implementers would then have 150 days from the evaluation start date (day zero) to
complete it’s evaluation and to determine violations, with the understanding that implementers are
expected to determine violations as quickly as possible.

To summarize the implications of this recommendation:

                                 evaluation    »    maximum time    º       Date Violation
                                  start date                  150 days                       must be 
                                (Day Zero)                                                determined by

Pros:
Data will accurately reflect the actual evaluation process as it evolves.

Cons:
Some implementing agencies may need to re-think how they currently record their violation
determined dates.

Capturing all violations:
All observed violations must be entered in RCRAInfo, regardless of whether or not they
were corrected on the same day they were observed.  Although many violations may
require significant time to correct, some violations are more easily resolved and can be
returned to compliance on the same date they were observed. (Some examples of these
minor violations are: labeling of containers, open containers, adjusting of aisle space, and
minor manifest problems.) In those situations, the evaluation start date, the violation
determined date, and the actual RTC date would be the same date.

Pros:
All violations observed, whether corrected during the on-site inspection or not, become part
of the data record.  The data will more accurately reflect the compliance status/history of
the site.

Cons:
Some implementing agencies may need to enter more data (violations) than they are
currently.  Some may perceive recording all observed violations, including those corrected
during the evaluation, as burdensome.

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solution was considered:
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1) Status Quo:
In this approach, no significant change is initiated to modify the way the determined date is
recorded and calculated.  Accordingly, implementing agencies would have the option of
entering multiple evaluation events associated with a single compliance determination
process and link the violation determined date to any and all the specific evaluation activities
that generated the last piece of data needed to complete the determination.  Implementing
agencies will also have the option of identifying, or not, all minor violations observed during
an inspection, including those corrected on the spot.

Pros:  
Entering violation determined date would remain as is.

Cons:  
Data accuracy would be jeopardized.  Inconsistency would continue to exist between
implementing agencies.

Dependencies
PPI # 3 Day Zero Definition

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Data Quality Improvement:
This PPI will assure violation determination date is being properly entered consistently and
the date will more accurately reflect the compliance status and history of the site. This PPI
also seeks to capture all violations at a site, even when they were corrected during the
inspection, thereby capturing a more complete compliance history of the site.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
As explained in PPI # 3, the evaluation start date would be the first day of the
evaluation/inspection. This evaluation start date will be day zero for timeliness purposes and
will be when the “clock starts ticking”.  The implementers would then have 150 days from
the evaluation start date (day zero) to complete it’s evaluation and to determine violations,
with the understanding that implementers are expected to determine violations as quickly as
possible.

Structure Changes:
No changes.

Translator Load Changes:
No changes.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
No changes.

Reports:
No new reports proposed.
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Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
11

Can live with
11

Agree
2

Can live with
3 27

Absolutely cannot
live with 5 6 11

Although most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally
proposed, some concern was expressed regarding the violation determined date being measured
from the evaluation end date. Therefore, the HMA PAA revised its original recommendation by
removing the evaluation end date and beginning the timeline from the evaluation start date (Day
Zero) and allowing up to 150 days to determine violations.  The recommendation for “capturing all
violations” remains unchanged. This revised recommendation was presented to the
WIN/INFORMED Executive Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 12   Additional Violation Details 

Program Need
The Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance (OECA)
and the Office of Solid Waste (OSW) need accurate RCRA site
compliance history information by industry; facility type and
units; waste code; chemical  constituent; and/or pollutant in
order to analyze violations.  These analyses will support the
following EPA and certain State RCRA program activities:

EPA: 
1. Assessing program effectiveness;
2. Assessing progress toward achieving environmental goals;
3. Development of future program direction;
4. Performing various program analyses (e.g., regulatory impact, environmental

justice);
5. Assessing waste minimization; and
6. Establishing resource allocation, planning and accountability to Congress via the

Government Performance and Results Act (GPRA).

Problem Analysis
EPA needs enforcement compliance history by industry, pollutant/constituent name, waste code and
facility/unit type in order to conduct national environmental and economic analyses of the RCRA
Hazardous Waste program.  Specifically, pollutant/constituent name, waste code and violation data,
where available, provides information EPA can use to better measure how effectively the RCRA
program meets its goal of preventing pollution, and reducing the risk of pollution exposure in
communities and the workplace.

The following describes how EPA uses detailed compliance history information to support the
RCRA hazardous waste program assessment.  By employing both OECA's ICIS and RCRAInfo
data systems, EPA can more effectively track enforcement activity information.  EPA utilizes
RCRAInfo violation information and ICIS enforcement data to develop reports that analyze
information specific to industries or sites.  ICIS tracks EPA civil/judicial and administrative
enforcement actions.  ICIS also collects case outcomes (case conclusion) summary data, beginning
with the date the case opens, until the case closes, and includes the following data fields: 

1. Case number;
2. Case name;
3. Case description text;
4. Case status comments;
5. Penalty information;
6. Violation information (law/statute violated., violation type);
7. Section of environmental statute violated;
8. Case milestone dates (issue date, final order date);
9. Defendants;
10. Site identity/location;
11. Assessed penalty or cost recovery amount;
12. Environmental justice data;
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13. Primary 4 digit SIC-code and other SIC codes or NAICS code;
14. Quantitative environmental impact of violation and SEP (pollutants and/or chemicals

and/or waste-streams, and amount of reductions/elimination of
emissions/discharges); and

15. Case summary data (including site assessment/site characterization findings).

EPA’s ten Regional Offices and HQ can enter this data directly into ICIS.  ICIS contains both
current cases, as well as historical cases dating back to at least 1989.  Because it contains
information regarding on-going litigation, the database has restricted access. 

ICIS provides EPA with a tool for investigating the past and current technical performance of the
regulated community in complying with and achieving the objectives of different types of hazardous
waste regulations.  ICIS serves as a tool for retrospective and trend evaluations, as well as
assessments of existing regulations for formulation of redesigned and new regulations.  The data
fields in ICIS provide a broad platform from which to design and execute specific queries involving
specific types of violations, time periods, companies, geographic regions, and laws.

EPA has used data from ICIS to develop management reports.  For example, in FY2000, OSW
requested that OECA query DOCKET (now called ICIS) for 1990-1999 cases involving violations
of RCRA Section 3002 which produced a set of cases from which OSW could analyze for
manifest-related violations.  OSW used this data query as a research tool to inform and answer
concerns expressed by the U.S. Department of Justice about electronic security issues for OSW's
electronic manifest proposed rule during the inter-agency review of the rule hosted by the Office of
Management and Budget.  The results from this database query helped OSW maintain the
momentum of the OMB review phase.

RCRAInfo also provides EPA with a tool for assessing a site’s compliance record.  RCRAInfo
contains waste code information at the site and unit level.  Violation information is currently tracked
at the site level.  EPA has used this violation information along with waste code information and
other tools to identify potential universes of industries or sites that may require compliance
monitoring.  For example, in FY2000, OECA developed a list of potential permit evaders by pulling
waste code information from RCRAInfo.  This information was used along with other screening
protocols to develop a list of sites that may have required some type of compliance monitoring
activity.

EPA also uses information to support the business case for RCRAInfo enforcement information
under the federal budget process.  The new federal budget process requires EPA to estimate how
RCRAInfo supports the RCRA program by projecting performance improvement results in meeting
planned goals.  The actual RCRAInfo system measures performance metric results and reports
them to OMB as part of EPA’s RCRAInfo annual certification process.

Under GPRA, EPA is committed to preventing pollution and reducing risk in communities, homes,
and the workplace and to achieve continuous environmental and site management improvements.
RCRAInfo is the national system identified to report progress in meeting these goals.  The following
hazardous waste measures need tracking:

1. Reducing, by 50 percent by 2005, the presence of waste minimization priority
chemicals in hazardous waste;
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2. Requiring pollutant reductions and/or changes in site management or information
practices in 75 percent of concluded enforcement actions for the current FY
reporting period; and 

3. Reducing the overall level of significant noncompliance recidivism from the prior
FY reporting period.

ICIS provides the following list of EPA Case Conclusion Data, Waste code and Violation data:
1. Statute(s) and Section(s) violated;
2. Whether or not this is a multi-media action;
3. Whether or not EPA takes action in response to Environmental Justice concerns;
4. Facility identification, including EPA program ID#, EPA-FRS#;
5. Compliance action, under non-physical actions, including data for pollutant

information and sampling/monitoring data, site assessment, and site characterization
information;

6. Quantitative environmental impact information  relating to
reduction/elimination/treatment/proper management for return to compliance and
additional requirements, including data on type of waste generated or reduced,
measurement of pollutant/chemical/waste stream amount, annual amount affected,
and media impacted; and

7. Supplemental Environmental Project (SEP), including information on: pollution
prevention and reduction actions, Environmental Justice actions, and quantitative
environmental impact of pollutants and/or chemicals and/or waste-streams, and
amount of reductions/elimination.

Recommendation
EPA will develop an interface that will easily relate violation information in RCRAInfo to ICIS case
conclusion information.  This interface would allow users access to non-restricted EPA Case
Conclusion data/information, such as: statute/section violated, site information, and quantitative
environmental impacts currently collected and tracked by OECA in the ICIS database for federal
enforcement.  The interface would allow an implementor access to waste code, violation, and
compliance information in a clear and concise manner by case or facility identifier.  This information
would be made available to implementors in a nationally consistent manner.

This recommendation will be implemented following resolution of security issues related to access to
ICIS by States.  Also, this recommendation does not ask or require additional data collection or
entry by implementing agencies.

Pros:
This option will result in:
1. Increased EPA and State capability to measure the environmental and human

health risks from sites and industry, capturing the preventative nature of RCRA’s
program for certain federal enforcement actions;

2. Make additional compliance measurement results for national, state, and local sites
available to all users for certain federal enforcement actions;

3. Increased capability to better target waste minimization priority chemicals' risks to
the community for various sectors for certain federal enforcement actions.

4. This will provide access to States for the small number of federal enforcement
actions.
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Cons: 
1. Training necessity for both EPA and States using the information;
2. Limited capability to provide essential information for violation decisions;
3. Security concerns with providing all RCRAInfo users access to ICIS;
4. Significant cost of analysis and updating ICIS to provide access to States;
5. Cost of updating RCRAInfo to provide the direct link to ICIS; and
6. Some of EPA already has access to ICIS, while others only have hard copy access.

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solutions were considered:

1) Same as the above recommendation, but with both EPA and
States adding additional violation information to RCRAInfo (but
only information that States currently collect):

Pros:
This option will result in:
1. Increased EPA and State capability to measure the environmental and human

health risks from sites and industry, capturing the preventative nature of the RCRA
program;

2. Better compliance measurement results for national State and local sites; and
3. Increased shared information that can be used to support multi-program office

needs.

Cons:
Increased burden for States in terms of training, current systems modifications, assessment,
and data entry.

2) Status Quo: 
Leave everything as it is.  This option will result in no extra analyses, design, and
implementation work requiring time and resources.  However, lack of essential data can
cause certain regulatory analyses work to be more difficult, requiring more time and
resources, along with the potential for environmental and human health decisions to be made
with incomplete information.  In addition, unknown budgetary impacts on EPA and States
may result, because of the inability to measure the RCRA programs environmental results
and performance improvements in meeting planned goals.

Pros:
This option requires no additional analyses, design, and implementation work.  This will save
time and monetary resources.
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Cons:
The need to assess the effectiveness of programs protecting human health and the
environment will continue to exist.  Also, lack of this information could have a direct impact
on the availability of resources for RCRA national information systems.

Dependencies
None

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction:
This PPI will result in some burden increase in programming efforts.  This PPI does not ask
or require additional data collection or entry by implementing agencies.

Data Quality Improvement:
This PPI improves the ability to use RCRAInfo to measure environmental and human health
risks but only associated with RCRA federal enforcement actions.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
None.

Structure Changes:
No changes.

Translator Load Changes:
No changes.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
Modify the enforcement list screen to provide a direct link to the ICIS data system for read
access.

Reports:
No new reports proposed.

Public Access:
Since the ICIS data would be "read only" to RCRAInfo implementers, there are no public
access issues.
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National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
6

Can live with
16

Agree
6

Can live with
6 34

Absolutely cannot
live with 5 0 5

Most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally proposed.
Therefore, the HMA PAA presented its original recommendation, with the acknowledgment that
implementation should be after security issues related to States accessing ICIS are resolved (several
years hence).  This revised recommendation has been submitted to the WIN/INFORMED
Executive Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 13   Allowing Multiple Citations for Violations

Program Need
When implementers cite a RCRA violation, more than one regulatory citation (State and Federal)
may be applicable and appropriate under the authorized program.  States and Regions need to be
able to enter multiple citations for each violation and be given the ability to query RCRAInfo for
specific citations. 

Problem Analysis
Currently, there is only one field that is utilized for storage of citation information.  States and
Regions need the ability to enter multiple citations for a violation.  For example, in Texas, a violation
of failure to conduct a hazardous waste determination includes violations of three different rules for
the proper legal citation of the violation.  Currently, States and Regions are trying to squeeze the
various citations into the one field, however, different separators are used and there is no
consistency.  In the Texas example above, the proper legal citations are:

30 Tex. Admin. Code Section 335.62
30 Tex. Admin. Code Section 335.504
40 Code of Federal Regulations Section 262.11

In order to enter these violations into RCRAInfo, the rules are abbreviated and separated by
slashes, commas, spaces, or a combination of them into the one field allowed. 

[30 TAC 335.62/ 30 TAC 335.504/ 40 CFR 262.11] 

In many cases, all of the violations cannot be entered due to space limitations.  By entering them in
sequence into the one field, with no common separator, routine queries are difficult to design that
would accurately retrieve the information on specific citations.

Recommendation
The Team recommends that the citation information be redesigned to allow one or more citations to
be entered (a one-to-many relationship to the violation), allowing multiple citations per violation to be
entered separately.  It is recommended that State implementers be provided an option to enter data
into one of two fields.  Either they choose to enter data manually into an alpha-numeric field or they
have an option to set up a unique lookup table that contains specific citations for each State/Region
that can be used as a drop-down list.  The State and Federal citations should have a “crosswalk”,
that would allow automatic population of the other citations as well as the violation coverage area
based upon the criteria selected.  For example, if one Federal citation has multiple State citations,
then the user should enter the Federal citation first so that the State citations and the violation
coverage area are automatically added at the same time.  Similarly, if there are multiple Federal
citations for a single State citation, the user should select the single State citation to allow population
of the Federal citations as well as the violation coverage area.  It is recommended that the system
be designed to allow a drop-down list of Federal Regulations and Federal Statutes to ensure that
Federal citations are entered accurately.  The drop-down list for Federal citations would be
maintained with current information by EPA’s Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance.
Creation and maintenance of each respective drop-down list for State citations and the
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corresponding crosswalk to the Federal citation, would be the responsibility of each respective State
implementer.

It is also recommended that all drop-down lists for rule citations be designed to allow some type of
wildcard search for the rule.  For example, if looking for 40 CFR 262.11, the user should be allowed
to just start typing the 262.11 and have it locate the correct citation.  The same searching
capabilities should be set up in the State lookup tables.   

Pros:
This will allow more accurate representation of the citations, allow the ability to easily cite
both State and Federal violations, and allow the design of accurate queries and reports for
specific citations.

Cons:   
Design changes to RCRAInfo would be needed and determinations on how to convert
existing data (or not) will need to be developed.

Other Options Considered
Design changes to RCRAInfo would be needed and determinations on how to convert existing data
(or not) will need to be developed.

1) Expanding the existing field to allow more data entry and
developing guidance on the proper separators to use. 

Pros:
This option would be an easier design change.

Cons:
 This option would not resolve the issue of being able to get accurate reports based upon

specific citations. 

2)  Status Quo:

Pros:
No change to the system is needed and no additional resources are required.

Cons:
There is no consistency in how data is entered into the system.  Accurate reports to search
for  specific citations will not be available

Dependencies:
None
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Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Data Quality Improvement:
This PPI will allow more accurate representation of citations which will result in more
accurate queries and reports.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
None.  

Structure Changes:
Modify the citation type and citation fields to allow for multiple entries per violation.  These
are repeating fields that will maintain history. The use of these fields is Optional for all rule
citations, including those that have previously been identified as mandatory.  There is no
requirement to enter historical data for existing violations that had more than one citation.

Translator Load Changes:
The translator load program will need to be modified to accept multiple citation information
per violation.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
The violation add and update screens will need to be modified.

Look-up Tables:
There will be a look-up table containing HQ defined values for federal regulations
(citation_type = FR) and federal statutes (citation_type = FS) with a crosswalk to the
violation coverage areas.

There would be an option for States to create their own look-up table for for State
regulations (citation_type = SR), State statutes (citation_type = SS), permit conditions
(citation_type = PC), and order conditions (citation_type = OC) with a crosswalk to the
Federal regulation or Federal statute and violation coverage areas.  There would also be
free form text fields for States who do not wish to create a look-up table.  This will allow
these States the ability to type in their citations.

Reports:
One new report is requested based upon comments received during National Review.  A
report needs to be designed to allow the user to search for a list of all enforcement actions
that include a particular rule citation.  The report will need to be designed to allow searches
for either State citations or Federal rule citations.  The report should be designed for the
user to be able to just enter the citation number and not the full name to ensure a full
response to the query.  

Existing reports that display citation information would need to be modified to display all
citations entered.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.
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National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
19

Can live with
5

Agree
7

Can live with
1 32

Absolutely cannot
live with 5 0 5

Although most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally
proposed, some concern was expressed regarding this being mandatory. Therefore, the HMA PAA
revised its original recommendation making this optional.  States also asked for the ability to create a
crosswalk between their citations and the Federal citations and violation coverage areas, this would
be only for those states that choose to create and maintain this crosswalk.  The recommendation
already provided this capability for EPA. This is the only change to the original recommendation.
This revised recommendation was presented to the WIN/INFORMED Executive Steering
Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 14   Inconsistent Data Entry and Codification of 
Violations

Program Need/Program Analysis
It is difficult to consistently report and interpret RCRA Handler Monitoring and Assistance (HMA)
data due to RCRA implementers using inconsistent data entry/coding practices for the various
HMA data entry scenarios.

Clear guidance needs to be developed for implementers of the RCRA program detailing the
practices one should use when entering HMA data. Guidance will detail the coding standards that
will be used in addressing violation scenarios.

This issue has been raised by a wide variety of RCRAInfo users who have expressed difficulty with
accurate data interpretation and analysis.  The issue was further raised in the Team’s discussion of
HMA workflow practices.  For example, one organization would record citations of State
requirements while another organization would enter all citations using the federal equivalent
citation.  This inconsistency across organizations can potentially result in over/under counting of
activities.  Also, some States have created new violation codes because there is a missing national
code and/or the national codes are being improperly used.

Resolution of this issue is a two-step process:
! Streamlining of HMA data entry codes - It has been noted that there are many codes in

current systems that are redundant, overlapping, or no longer used.  All codes should be re-
evaluated with the goal of providing a streamlined set of codes that detail the ‘Code’ (e.g.,
XXS), the associated ‘Description’ (State Statute or Regulation), and the definition/usage of
the code.  The Team evaluated all State codes and is proposing one consistent set of codes
for all  implementers.  In addition, the Team analyzed all codes that are redundant/similar
and is proposing the addition of new specific codes and/or the retention of existing codes
that remain after the analysis.

! Guidance Development - Once the codes have been streamlined, guidance should be
drafted to detail how the codes and the combination of codes (e.g., Violation Citation,
Return to Compliance Qualifier, etc.) are to be applied for tracking compliance monitoring
and enforcement activities. Guidance should define all acronyms used in coding.  A
crosswalk translation describing and mapping the changes from the old codes to the new
codes should be provided where applicable.

Additional information on specific RCRAInfo codes and type values may be found by referring to
the attachments included with this PPI and in the Appendix IX section of the final report.

Recommendations
To address these issues, the Team considered numerous code changes and process revisions to
streamline data entry, improve clarity in code definitions and data entry business rules, and enhance
the accuracy of existing and new data.  The following recommendations represent the Team’s
consensus of changes that can best improve RCRA HMA data and the way that data is entered in
the RCRAInfo CM&E module.  The Team notes, however, that long-term success of these
changes is dependent upon continued maintenance and review of RCRAInfo data and its coding
system.  To accomplish that task, the Team believes it would be valuable to have a nationally
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representative team to periodically review all system codes for the purpose of evaluating new
implementer-defined codes and determining the appropriateness of adding them to the list of
nationally-defined codes.  Please refer to PPI # 27, which explores this concept further.

This PPI deals exclusively with violation information (violation coverage area, citation type, violation
priority, violation class, and return to compliance qualifier codes).  Inconsistent data entry and
codification issues relating to evaluations and enforcement actions are addressed separately in PPIs
# 6 and # 19, respectively.

The Team also acknowledges that adoption of these recommendations will result in numerous code
changes to the historical data already existing in RCRAInfo.  Where data code changes will be
necessary, the Team has attempted to review both nationally-defined codes and implementer-
defined codes and make recommendations to convert that data to the new codes, as appropriate.
Interpretation of many of the implementer-defined codes were not always easy to accomplish and,
as a result, may not be consistent with the intent of the implementer.  Accordingly, the Team urges
all implementer States and Regions to carefully identify and review the proposed data
changes that apply to their respective State or Region to ensure data conversions are
made properly.  (See the Appendix IX section of the final report for a more detailed description of
the proposed code change recommendations.)

Additionally, although it is anticipated that the majority of data changes will be done automatically,
some data changes will need to be done manually by the implementers themselves.  In particular,
the existing data involving sampling will require implementers to manually revise the data so that
linkages between evaluations, violations, and enforcement actions are not lost during the conversion.
Also, there are many existing codes, especially implementer-defined values in the Violation
Coverage Area codes, that will need implementer conversion to assure proper re-characterization
for the codes.   To accommodate this need, the  Team recommends that the Design Team
allow a period of six months to accomplish all necessary manual data conversions and
updates by the implementers before any automated national data conversion is done .

The Team has considered the possibility of grand-fathering existing historical data and not
converting it to the new codes.  However, the Team believes that due to current inconsistencies and
data quality problems, it is critical that as much data be converted and updated as possible.
Although grand-fathering existing data may be appropriate in certain limited situations, the preferred
approach should be to convert data to the new standards.

The Team also acknowledges that in order for RCRAInfo to be optimally useful and accurate, the
data must be as current and up-to-date as possible.  The Team, therefore, urges each
implementer to ensure that all data is entered promptly.

Violation Information (Violation Coverage Area, Citation Type,
Violation Priority and Class, and Return To Compliance Qualifier Code
Values)

A.  Nationally-Defined Values for Violation Coverage Areas
To improve accuracy, establish national consistency and reduce discrepancies and
redundancies in the violation data of RCRAInfo, the Team recommends that several
modifications be made to the coding system and the data structure dealing with Violation



 HMA FINAL Report November 17, 2003123

Coverage Area codes.    (As a reference documenting these recommended changes, please
see Tables 14-1 and 14-2, at the end of this PPI, as well as Appendices IX-9 through IX-
12.)

1. Replace Existing Coverage Area Codes With Ones That More Closely Correspond
To The Federal Regulations
Identifying coverage areas for violations is an important tool in standardizing the
identification of violations that exist in specific areas of the regulations.  Additionally, many
implementers rely on this data as an important tool for program planning and analysis.  For
example, many States enter the specific State regulation that a site violates and, using a
violation coverage area, identifies the specific federal RCRA regulatory Subpart that is
violated.  Among other things, this information can be used to identify regulatory areas
needing attention in planning future regulatory efforts.  However, the coverage areas have
not been kept up to date when new regulations are promulgated and there are gaps in the
coverage areas.  For example, there are no nationally-defined coverage areas for violations
of the used oil management standards, the universal waste rule standards, or the air
emission standards.  These are rules that have been in effect for several years and still no
coverage area in RCRIS or RCRAInfo has been identified by US EPA. In addition, the
existing coverage areas leave regulatory gaps even in some of the more basic regulatory
areas and there is confusion as to what is covered by some of the listed coverage areas as
well.

To address this area of concern, the Team considered adding additional codes to the
existing list but believed that such a fix was inadequate to eliminate the existing confusion
and still provide a simple mechanism to provide appropriate updates as new regulations are
developed.  Instead, the Team believed that most of the existing codes should be eliminated
and replaced with codes directly corresponding to the federal regulations.  Accordingly, the
Team has developed a coding system to mirror the logic and structure of the actual federal
regulations, thereby providing clarity as to what regulations are actually covered by a given
code.  

In addition to the new proposed codes, the Team believes that the existing code for Formal
Enforcement Agreements or Orders (FEA) should be retained.   No implementer-defined
values will be allowed for Violation Coverage Area codes.

The Team recommends that, with the exception of retaining the FEA code, the
existing Violation Coverage Area codes referencing regulatory requirements be
replaced by a completely new set of Violation Coverage Area codes (See attached
code revisions in Table 14-2 and in the crosswalk in Figure 14-1).

2.  Add Coverage Area Code for State-Specific Regulations that are Broader-In-
Scope
States with broader-in-scope rules will need to utilize a coverage area when violations of
those requirements are cited.  Therefore, the  Team recommends that a coverage area
code be  created for use by States when citing violation(s) of requirements that are
broader-in-scope than the federal requirements.

The following new code is proposed:
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State Statute or Regulation (XXS) -  State statutory or regulatory requirements
that are broader-in-scope than federal RCRA requirements.

3.  Create a Crosswalk Between State Regulations and National Violation Coverage
Areas
In many States, translating State regulations into the appropriate corresponding Violation
Coverage Area, as proposed in the recommendations in A1 and A2, above, may be difficult.
To facilitate easy coding, the Team believes that it would be useful to develop a mechanism
that would allow a State to list its own regulations and crosswalk them to the appropriate
corresponding Violation Coverage Area.  To accomplish this, each State interested in doing
so may populate the data for their State-specific crosswalk and would establish the
appropriate associations between their regulations and the national Violation Coverage
Areas.  It would be the State’s responsibility to populate the crosswalk and to maintain it as
their regulations change.

It is envisioned that, for States that decide to use such a crosswalk, the Violation Coverage
Area code would be entered automatically into RCRAInfo when a specific State regulation
is selected from the crosswalk menu.  

Accordingly, the Team recommends that a crosswalk be created matching State
regulations to the corresponding Violation Coverage Areas. 

4.  Redefine FEA Code to Include Formal Enforcement Orders
Existing Violation Coverage Area codes include code “FEA” to capture violations involving
formal enforcement agreements.  Since many enforcement cases are also resolved through
court orders or unilateral orders issued by the implementing agency, the Team believes that
the description and definition of code FEA should be revised to reflect a broader scope
including both formal enforcement agreements as well as formal enforceable orders.  The
Team recommends that the description and definition for code FEA be revised.
The following revision is proposed:

Formal Enforcement Agreement or Order (FEA)- Violation of a formal
enforcement agreement or order.

5.  Eliminate all Violation Coverage Area codes not related to statutory or regulatory
requirements or enforceable agreements and orders 

Use of Violation Coverage Area codes should be strictly limited to identifying areas of
statutory or regulatory requirements that are not being complied with or for identifying
situations that involve a site’s failure to comply with requirements of an enforceable
agreement, order, or permit.  Currently, there are several implementer-defined Violation
Coverage Area codes that do not reflect those characteristics and, therefore, are not truly
Violation Coverage Areas.  Examples of such codes are those referencing non-regulatory
compliance assistance, pollution prevention, information requests, and referrals.  The Team
recommends  deletion of all implementer-defined Violation Coverage Area codes
that are not directly related to statutory or regulatory requirements or to
obligations of an enforceable agreement, order, or permit.
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Note:  The Team recognizes that many implementers have used implementer-defined codes
for Violation Coverage Area in the past.  The Team also recognizes that only the
implementers will be able to accurately convert these codes to the new standard coverage
area codes.  Therefore, the Team recommends that the Design Team allow a six-month
conversion period to allow implementers to convert records containing their implementer-
defined codes to the new standardized coverage areas.

B.  Nationally-Defined Values for Citation Type
To improve accuracy, establish national consistency and reduce discrepancies and
redundancies in the violation data of RCRAInfo, the Team recommends modification of the
coding system and data structure.  (As a reference documenting these recommended
changes, please see Tables 14-3 and 14-4 at the end of this PPI, as well as Appendices IX-
13 and IX-14.)

1.  Add Additional Citation Type Code to Reference Order Conditions
Currently, RCRAInfo provides identification codes for a variety of statutory and regulatory
authorities and also identifies permit conditions.  However, violations are often found that
involve a site’s failure to comply with conditions mandated in a formal enforcement action.
The following codes are currently available for use as Citation Types:

FR – Federal Regulation SR – State Regulation
FS – Federal Statute SS – State Statute
PC – Permit Condition

The Team recommends that the following Citation Type code be added to the table
of allowable codes:

OC – Order Condition -  Citations of the terms or conditions of a formal
enforcement action.

2.  Modify Data Entry Capabilities For Citation Data
Currently, RCRAInfo allows the selection of only one Citation Type per violation.  Most
States operate under authorized programs and have developed their own State regulations.
Although many of these States have created their own unique regulatory citations, a
significant number of States have actually incorporated certain federal regulations by
reference.  In these situations, States cannot accurately identify the violation citation without
referencing both the State regulation as well as the incorporated federal regulation.  To
accommodate that needed level of clarification and accuracy, RCRAInfo needs to provide
capacity to enter multiple Citation Types.  (See PPI # 13 for further discussion on entry of
multiple citation records.)

In addition, conditions stipulated in permits and enforcement orders may also mandate
specific  compliance with regulatory or statutory requirements.  In these situations, should a
violation occur, it is possible for the site to be in violation of both a permit or order condition
as well as a federal or State statutory or regulatory requirement.

The Team recommends that RCRAInfo be modified to allow multiple entries of
Citation Types.
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C.  Nationally-Defined Values for Violation Priority Types
To improve accuracy, establish national consistency and reduce discrepancies and
redundancies in the violation data of RCRAInfo, the  Team recommends that Violation
Priority codes be eliminated.     (As a reference documenting these recommended
changes, please see Table 14-5 at the end of this PPI, as well as Appendices IX-15 and IX-
16.)

1.  Eliminate Violation Priority Codes
The 1996 Hazardous Waste Civil Enforcement Response Policy (ERP) dictates the site  be
classified as a whole, not that the site be classified or prioritized based on individual
violations.  In fact, the previous 1987 ERP also dictated that sites be classified as a whole.
However, RCRIS was not consistent with the ERP in relation to prioritization and
classification.  Violation Prioritization and classification was entered into RCRIS only
because there were no other available means to identify a High Priority Violator (HPV).
[Note: HPV was a term utilized in the 1987 ERP.  The 1996 ERP replaced HPV with
Significant Non-Complier (SNC) and created the Evaluation Types SNY = A Significant
Non-Complier and SNN = Not A Significant Non-Complier.]  Eliminating these data fields
in favor of the already established SNY and SNN Evaluation Types will ensure consistency
of data maintenance with the current 1996 ERP.  Currently, there are no nationally defined
Violation Priority codes in RCRAInfo.  However, there are several implementer-defined
Violation Priority codes in use.   Nevertheless, the  Team recommends  the complete
elimination of the Violation Priority data field from RCRAInfo.  (See PPIs # 5 and #
16 for further discussions on how to preserve historical HPV/SNC data.)

D.  Nationally-Defined Values for Violation 
To improve accuracy, establish national consistency and reduce discrepancies and
redundancies in the violation data of RCRAInfo, the  Team recommends that Violation
Class be eliminated.  (As a reference documenting these recommended changes, please
see Table 14-6 at the end of this PPI, as well as Appendix IX - Listing 17.)

1.  Eliminate Violation Class 
The Violation Class has been used to track “pending” violations in situations where a final
determination has not yet been completed.  However, the Team believes that the “pending”
status of a violation determination is adequately captured in the violations found section of
the evaluation screen by indicating “undetermined.” (See PPI # 10 for further discussion of
"found violations".)  Since that option currently exists, the need to indicate “pending” in a
Violation Class is duplicative and unnecessary.  In addition, Violation Class is not applicable
because sites are classified as a whole, not by violation.  The Team recommends  the
complete elimination of the Violation Class data field from RCRAInfo.

Note to RCRAInfo Design Team:  The HMA PAA Team recommends that all historical
data relating to the identification of HPVs be preserved and converted to the more recently
used and more accurate SNY/SNN Evaluation Types.  When this is completed, the
implementer should be able to view all sites that have ever been identified as either an HPV
or an SNC according to the designation criteria identified in PPI # 5.  (See PPIs # 5 and #
16 for further discussions on how to preserve historical HPV/SNC data.)
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E.  Nationally-Defined Values for RTC Qualifier
To improve accuracy, establish national consistency and reduce discrepancies and
redundancies in the violation data of RCRAInfo, the Team recommends that several
modifications be made to the coding system dealing with RTC Qualifier codes.  (As a
reference documenting these recommended changes, please see Tables 14-7 and 14-8 at
the end of this PPI, as well as Appendix IX - Listing 18.)

1.  Revise RTC Qualifier Definitions
Current definitions for the Return To Compliance (RTC) Qualifier need to be revised to
provide additional clarification.  Special concern was raised over the need to address
situations where RTC status for previously cited violations can not be verified due to any
number of unusual scenarios, including: (a) a site is closed and has gone out of business; (b)
a facility’s permit has expired and the regulated activity is no longer being conducted; and
(c) a site has transitioned from active to inactive status.  In such circumstances, there may
be no way to determine if the violations were ever returned to compliance although,
because of the current regulatory status of the site, it is apparent that the violations no
longer exist.  The Team believes that such scenarios should be returned to compliance in
RCRAInfo and captured with the RTC Qualifier code “U” for unverifiable.

Additionally, the code “S” is currently being used to designate “stale” violations no longer
being pursued.  The Team believes that term and code are better captured in the existing
code “N” for violations considered to be not resolvable.  The Team recommends that
the  code “S” be eliminated and that all data currently using this RTC Qualifier
code be converted to code “N” for Not Resolvable.

The  following revised definitions are proposed for the existing codes for the RTC
Qualifier field:
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D – Documented - Site demonstrated that it is in full physical compliance by
filing appropriate documentation with the implementing agency.

O – Observed - Verified by on-site inspection that this violation is now in full
physical compliance. 

N - Not Resolvable -  Situations where, although the original violations may still
exist or may never have been corrected, there is no further legal action that the
agency can pursue to compel the site to bring the violation into full physical
compliance.  Therefore, the open status of the violation is being closed out. 
Examples of circumstances that could considered "not resolvable" include,
among others, scenarios involving bankruptcy (company has no financial means
to continue efforts to return to compliance), statute of limitations restrictions, and
violations which were referred from RCRA to CERCLA (enforcement type
830), Referrals to other RCRA Programs (enforcement type 850), or Referrals
Other Programs  (enforcement type 860). 

U - Unverifiable -  Situations where it is not possible to verify whether or not
the original violation still exists or if it was ever corrected and returned to
compliance.  This would apply to a variety of scenarios, including: (a) a site is
closed and out of business; (b) a facility's permit has expired and the regulated
activity is no longer being conducted; (c) a site's operational status has changed
from active to inactive; and (d) a site appears to be in full physical compliance
but correction of the original violation can not be validated (e.g., the violation
was for an unlabeled drum and, based on subsequent inspection, all observed
drums on-site are now labeled but it is not possible to determine if the original
drum observed to be unlabeled is among the drums currently on-site).

Dependencies
ERP revisions
Adoption of PPIs # 5, 6, 10, 11, 12, 13, 16, 19, and 26

National Review Feedback
Although most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally
proposed, some concern was expressed regarding the difference between the two RTC Qualifiers
“Unverifiable” and “Not Resolvable”.  Therefore, the HMA PAA revised its original
recommendation by providing more clarity between these two values.   Based on feedback from
National Review, enforcement process events will not be tracked in RCRAInfo. These are the only
change to the original recommendation.  This revised recommendation was presented to the
WIN/INFORMED Executive Steering Committee for approval and  implementation scheduling.
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Violation Information
Attachments 

Tables:
Table 14.1 Current Definitions - Violation Coverage Areas
Table 14.2 Proposed Definitions -Violation Coverage Areas 
Table 14.3 Current Definitions - Citation Type
Table 14.4 Proposed Definitions - Citation Type
Table 14.5 Current Definitions - Violation Priority Type
Table 14.6 Current Definitions - Violation Class
Table 14.7 Current Definitions - Return To Compliance (RTC) Qualifier
Table 14.8 Proposed Definitions - Return To Compliance (RTC) Qualifier

Figures:
Figure 14.1 Visual Code Change Crosswalk - Violation Coverage Areas
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Table 14.1.  Current Definitions - Violation Coverage Areas

Existing Nationally-Defined Values
Violation Coverage Area Codes

Code Description Definition

BCE BIF- Standards to Control Emissions [undefined]

BDT BIF- Standards for Direct Transfer [undefined]

BIS BIF- Interim Status Standards [undefined]

BPS BIF- Permit Standards [undefined]

BRR BIF-Standards for Regulation of Residue [undefined]

CAS TSD- Corrective Action Compliance Schedule [undefined]

CSS Compliance Schedule Violation [undefined]

DCH TSD- Chemical/Physical Biological Requirements [undefined]

DCL TSD- Closure/Post Closure Requirements [undefined]

DCP TSD- Contingency Plan Requirements [undefined]

DFR TSD- Financial Responsibility Requirements [undefined]

DGS TSD- General Standards [undefined]

DGW TSD- Groundwater Monitoring Requirements [undefined]

DIA Incinerator- Waste Analysis [undefined]

DIN TSD- Incinerator Requirements [undefined]

DLB TSD- Land Ban Requirements [undefined]

DLF TSD- Landfill Requirements [undefined]

DLT TSD- Land Treatment Requirements [undefined]

DMC TSD- Containers Requirements [undefined]

DMI Incinerator- Monitoring and Inspection [undefined]

DMR TSD- Manifest Requirements [undefined]

DOP Incinerator- Operating Requirements [undefined]

DOR TSD- Other Requirements [undefined]

DOT TSD- Other Requirements (Oversight) [undefined]

DPB TSD- Part B Application [undefined]

DPP TSD- Preparedness/Prevention Requirements [undefined]

DPS Incinerator- Performance Standards [undefined]
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DSI TSD- Surface Impoundment Requirements [undefined]

DTR TSD- Tanks Requirements [undefined]

DTT TSD- Thermal Treatment Requirements [undefined]

DWP TSD- Waste Pile Requirements [undefined]

FEA Formal Enforcement Agreement [undefined]

GER Generator- All Requirements (Oversight) [undefined]

GGR Generator- General Requirements [undefined]

GLB Generator- Land Ban Requirements [undefined]

GMR Generator- Manifest Requirements [undefined]

GOR Generator- Other Requirements [undefined]

GPT Generator- Pre-Transport Requirements [undefined]

GRR Generator- Recordkeeping Requirements [undefined]

GSC Generator- Special Conditions [undefined]

GSQ Generator- SQG Requirements [undefined]

TGR Transporter- General [undefined]

TMR Transporter- Manifest/Recordkeeping Requirements [undefined]

TOR Transporter- Other Requirements [undefined]

TRR Transporter- All Requirements (Oversight) [undefined]

TWD Transporter- Hazardous Waste Requirements [undefined]

Note - These Violation Coverage Area codes are being completely deleted and replaced by new codes.



132November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

Table 14.2.  Proposed Definitions - Violation Coverage Area  

Recommended Nationally-Defined Values
Violation Coverage Area Codes

[note- these violation coverage area codes are intended to capture the
respective regulatory coverage areas covered by the applicable federal
regulations as well as the corresponding areas of State regulations]

Code Description Definition

260A HW Management System-
General

General requirements as covered in 40CFR 260 Subpart A.

260B HW Management System-
Definitions

General requirements as covered in 40CFR 260 Subpart B.

260C HW Management System-
Rulemaking Petitions

General requirements as covered in 40CFR 260 Subpart C.

261A Listing- General General HW identification and listing requirements as covered in 40CFR 261
Subpart A

261B Listing- Criteria Criteria for identifying the characteristics of HW and for listing HW as
covered in 40CFR 261 Subpart B

261C Listing- Characteristics Characteristics of HW identification as covered in 40CFR 261 Subpart C

261D Listing- Lists of HW Lists of HW as covered in 40CFR 261 Subpart D

262A Generators- General General requirements for Generators as covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart A

262B Generators- Manifest Manifest requirements for Generators as covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart B

262C Generators- Pre-Transport Pre-transport requirements for Generators as covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart
C

262D Generators- Records/Reporting Recordkeeping and reporting requirements for Generators as covered in
40CFR 262 Subpart D

262E Generators- Exports Export requirements for Generators as covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart E

262F Generators- Imports Import requirements for Generators as covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart F

262G Generators- Farmers Generator requirements for farmers as covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart G

262H Generators- Transfrontier
Shipments for Recovery

Generator requirements for transfrontier shipments of hazardous waste for
recovery within the OECD as covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart H

262I Generators- NY State Public
Utilities Project XL

Generator requirements for the New York State Public Utilities Project XL
as covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart I

262J Generators- University
Laboratories XL Project

Generator requirements for the University Laboratories XL Project as
covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart J

263A Transporters- General General requirements for transporters as covered in 40CFR 263 Subpart A

263B Transporters- Manifest and
Recordkeeping

Manifest and recordkeeping requirements for transporters as covered in
40CFR 263 Subpart B
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263C Transporters- HW Discharges Transporter requirements for managing hazardous waste discharges as
covered in 40CFR 263 Subpart C

264A TSD- General General requirements for Treatment, Storage, and Disposal facilities (TSDs)
as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart A

264B TSD- General Facility
Standards

General facility standards for TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart B

264C TSD- Preparedness and
Prevention

Preparedness and prevention standards for TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264
Subpart C

264D TSD- Contingency Plan and
Emergency Procedures

Contingency plan and emergency standards for TSDs as covered in 40CFR
264 Subpart D

264E TSD- Manifest/Records/
Reporting

Manifest system, recordkeeping, and reporting requirements for TSDs as
covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart E

264F TSD- Releases from SWMUs Standards governing releases from solid waste management units as covered
in 40CFR Subpart F

264G TSD- Closure/Post-Closure Closure and post-closure standards for TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264
Subpart G

264H TSD- Financial Requirements Financial requirements for TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart H

264I TSD- Container Use and
Management

Standards for use and management of containers by TSDs as covered in
40CFR 264 Subpart I

264J TSD- Tank System Standards Standards for TSD tank systems as covered in 40 CFR Subpart J

264K TSD- Surface Impoundment
Standards

Standards for TSD surface impoundments as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart K

264L TSD- Waste Pile Standards Waste pile requirements for TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart L

264M TSD- Land Treatment
Standards

TSD standards for land treatment as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart M

264N TSD- Landfill Standards Landfill standards for TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart N

264O TSD- Incinerator Standards Incinerator standards for TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart O

264S TSD- Corrective Action for
SWMUs

Standards for Corrective Action at TSD solid waste management units as
covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart S

264W TSD- Drip Pad Standards Drip pad standards for TSDs as covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart W

264X TSD- Miscellaneous Units
Standards

Standards for miscellaneous units at TSDs as covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart
X

264AA TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Process Vents

Air emission standards for process vents at TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264
Subpart AA

264BB TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Equipment Leaks

Air emission standards for equipment leaks at TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264
Subpart BB

264CC TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Tanks/Surface
Impoundments/Containers

Air emission standards for tanks, surface impoundment, and containers at
TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart CC

264DD TSD- Containment Building
Standards

Containment building standards for TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart
DD
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264EE TSD-Munitions/
Explosives Storage 

Hazardous waste munitions and explosives storage standards for TSDs as
covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart EE

265A TSD Interim Status-General General requirements for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265
Subpart A

265B TSD Interim Status-General
Facility Standards

General facility standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR
265 Subpart B

265C TSD Interim Status-
Preparedness and Prevention

Preparedness and prevention requirements for TSDs in Interim Status as
covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart C

265D TSD Interim Status-
Contingency Plan and
Emergency Procedures

Contingency plan and emergency procedures requirements for TSDs in
Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart D

265E TSD Interim Status-
Manifest/Records/
Reporting

Manifest, recordkeeping and reporting requirements for TSDs in Interim
Status as covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart E

265F TSD Interim Status- Ground-
Water Monitoring

Ground-water monitoring requirements for TSDs in Interim Status as covered
in 40CFR 265 Subpart F

265G TSD Interim Status-
Closure/Post-Closure

Closure and post-closure requirements for TSDs in Interim Status as covered
in 40CFR 265 Subpart G

265H TSD Interim Status- Financial
Requirements

Financial requirements for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265
Subpart H

265I TSD Interim Status-Container
Use and Management

Container use and management requirements for TSDs in Interim Status as
covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart I

265J TSD Interim Status- Tank
System Standards

Tank system standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265
Subpart J

265K TSD Interim Status- Surface
Impoundment Standards

Surface Impoundment standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in
40CFR 265 Subpart K

265L TSD Interim Status-Waste Pile
Standards

Waste pile standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265
Subpart L

265M TSD Interim Status-Land
Treatment Standards

Land treatment standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR
265 Subpart M

265N TSD Interim Status-Landfill
Standards

Landfill standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265
Subpart N

265O TSD Interim Status-Incinerator
Standards

Incinerator standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265
Subpart O

265P TSD Interim Status- Thermal
Treatment

Thermal treatment standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR
265 Subpart P 

265Q TSD Interim Status-Chemical,
Physical, and Biological
Treatment

Chemical, physical, and biological treatment standards for TSDs in Interim
Status as covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart Q

265R TSD Interim Status-
Underground Injection

Underground injection standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in
40CFR 265 Subpart R

265W TSD Interim Status-Drip Pad
Standards

Drip pad standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265
Subpart W
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265AA TSD Interim Status- Air
Emission Standards-Process
Vents

Air emission standards for process vents at TSDs in Interim Status as covered
in 40CFR 265 Subpart AA

265BB TSD Interim Status-Air
Emission Standards- Equipment
Leaks

Air emission standards for equipment leaks at TSDs in Interim Status as
covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart BB

265CC TSD Interim Status-Air
Emission Standards-
Tanks/Surface
Impoundments/Containers

Air emission standards for tanks, surface impoundments, and containers at
TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart CC

265DD TSD Interim Status-
Containment Building
Standards

Containment building standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in
40CFR 265 Subpart DD

265EE TSD Interim Status-
Munitions/Explosives Storage

Standards for munitions and explosives storage at TSDs in Interim Status as
covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart EE

266C Specific- Use Constituting
Disposal

Standards for management of recyclable materials used in a manner
constituting disposal as covered in 40CFR 266 Subpart C

266F Specific- Precious Metal
Recovery

Standards for management of recyclable materials utilized for precious metal
recovery as covered in 40CFR 266 Subpart F

266G Specific- Batteries Reclaimed Standards for management of spent lead-acid batteries being reclaimed as
covered in 40CFR266 Subpart G

266H Specific- Boilers and Industrial
Furnaces

Standards for management of hazardous waste burned in boilers and industrial
furnaces as covered in 40CFR 266 Subpart H

266M Specific- Military Munitions Standards for management of military munitions as covered in 40CFR 266
Subpart M

266N Specific- Mixed Waste
Exemption

Standards for conditional exemption for low-level mixed waste storage,
treatment, transportation, and disposal as covered in 40 CFR Subpart N

266O Specific- US Filter Recovery
Services XL Waste

Standards applicable to U.S. Filter Recovery Services XL Waste and U.S.
Filter Recovery Services, Inc. as covered in 40CFR 266 Subpart O

268A LDR- General General Land Disposal Restriction requirements as covered by 40 CFR 268
Subpart A

268B LDR- Schedule Schedule for land disposal prohibition and establishment of treatment
standards as covered by 40 CFR 268 Subpart B

268C LDR- Prohibitions Prohibitions on land disposal as covered by 40 CFR 268 Subpart C

268D LDR- Treatment Standards Treatment standards for Land Disposal Restrictions as covered by 40 CFR
268 Subpart D

268E LDR- Storage Prohibitions Storage prohibitions for Land Disposal Restrictions as covered by 40 CFR
268 Subpart E

270A Permits- General Information General information and requirements for a hazardous waste permit as
covered in 40CFR 270 Subpart A

270B Permits- Application Application requirements for a hazardous waste permit as covered in 40CFR
270 Subpart B

270C Permits- Conditions Permit conditions for a hazardous waste permit as covered in 40CFR 270
Subpart C
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270D Permits- Changes Changes to hazardous waste permits as covered in 40CFR 270 Subpart D

270E Permits- Expiration and
Continuation

Expiration and continuation of hazardous waste permits as covered in 40CFR
270 Subpart E

270F Permits- Special Forms Special forms of hazardous waste permits as covered in 40CFR 270 Subpart F

270G Permits- Interim Status Interim status standards for a hazardous waste permit as covered in 40CFR
270 Subpart G

270H Permits- Remedial Action
Plans

Remedial action plans (RAPs) as covered in 40CFR 270 Subpart H

270I Permits- MACT Standards Integration with Maximum Achievable Control Technology (MACT)
Standards  as covered in 40CFR 270 Subpart I

273A Universal Waste- General General requirements for management of universal waste as covered in
40CFR 273 Subpart A

273B Universal Waste-Small
Quantity Handlers

Standards for small quantity handlers of universal waste as covered in 40CFR
273 Subpart B

273C Universal Waste- Large
Quantity Handlers

Standards for large quantity handlers of universal waste as covered in 40CFR
273 Subpart C

273D Universal Waste- Transporters Standards for transporters of universal waste as covered in 40CFR 273
Subpart D

273E Universal Waste- Destination
Facilities

Standards for destination facilities of universal waste as covered in 40CFR
273 Subpart E

273F Universal Waste-Import
Requirements

Import requirements for universal waste as covered in 40CFR 273 Subpart F

273G Universal Waste-Petitions to
Include Other Wastes

Requirements for petitions to include other wastes as covered in 40CFR 273
Subpart G

279A Used Oil- Definitions Definitions applicable to the standards for management of used oil as
covered in 40CFR 279 Subpart A

279B Used Oil- Applicability Applicability of the standards for management of used oil as covered in
40CFR 279 Subpart B

279C Used Oil- Generators Standards for used oil generators as covered in 40CFR 279 Subpart C

279D Used Oil- Collection Centers
and Aggregation Points 

Standards for used oil collection centers and aggregation points as covered in
40CFR 279 Subpart D

279E Used Oil- Transporter and
Transfer Facilities

Standards for used oil transporters and transfer facilities as covered in 40CFR
279 Subpart E

279F Used Oil- Processors and Re-
Refiners 

Standards for used oil processors and re-refiners as covered in 40CFR 279
Subpart F

279G Used Oil- Burners of Off-Spec
for Energy Recovery

Standards for used oil burners who burn off-specification used oil for energy
recovery as covered in 40CFR 279 Subpart G

279H Used Oil- Fuel Marketers Standards for used oil fuel marketers as covered in 40CFR 279 Subpart H

279I Used Oil- Dust Suppressant and
Disposal

Standards for use as a dust suppressant and disposal of used oil as covered in
40CFR 279 Subpart I

FEA Formal Enforcement
Agreement or Order 

Violation of a formal enforcement agreement or order
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XXS State Statute or Regulation State statutory or regulatory requirements that are broader-in-scope than
federal  RCRA requirements

Note  -  Implementers who are broader-in-scope will be able to use Violation Coverage Area code XXS.  Additional
clarification should be addressed through use of the Citation field.  No Implementer-defined values will be allowed 
for Violation Coverage Area codes.
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Table 14.3.  Current Definitions - Citation Type

Existing Nationally-Defined Values
Citation Type Codes

Code Description Definition

Citation Type Code indicating the origin of the citation listed in regulation violated.

FR Federal Regulations [ undefined ]

FS Federal Statutes [ undefined ]

PC Permit Condition [ undefined ]

SR State Regulations [ undefined ]

SS State Statutes [ undefined ]
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Table 14.4.  Proposed Definitions - Citation Type 

Recommended Nationally-Defined Values
Citation Type Codes

Code Description Definition

FR Federal Regulation Citations of the federal regulations in 40 CFR

FS Federal Statute Citations of the federal statute (RCRA).

OC Order Condition Citations of terms or conditions of a formal enforceable action.

PC Permit Condition Citations of conditions and requirements of a RCRA permit.

SR State Regulation Citations of State regulations.

SS State Statute Citations of a State statute.

Note  -  No Implementer-defined values will be allowed  for Citation Type codes.
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Table 14.5.  Current Definitions - Violation Priority

Existing Nationally-Defined Values
Violation Priority Codes

Code Description Definition

----- ----- [ note- there are no nationally defined codes for Violation Priority type ]

Note -  All Violation Priority codes are being deleted.
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Table 14.6.  Current Definitions - Violation Class

Existing Nationally-Defined Values
Violation Class Codes

Code Description Definition

Prior to FY97 Descriptions were:

1 Class 1 Deviations from regulations, or provisions of compliance orders, consent
agreements, consent decrees or permit conditions which could result in a
failure to:

(a) Assure that hazardous waste is destined for and delivered to
authorized treatment, storage, or disposal facilities (TSDFs); or

(b) Prevent releases of hazardous waste or constituents, both
during the active and any applicable post-closure periods of the
facility operation where appropriate; or

(c) Assure early detection of such releases; or

(d) Perform emergency clean-up operation or other corrective
action for releases.

2 Class 2 Any violation of a RCRA requirement that does not meet the criteria for
Class 1 violations.

P Class P The Violation File record represents a pending or potential violation
subject to determination when lab sample results or legal determination
becomes available.  (See Determination Date definition when Class of
Violation is P).

Note -  All Violation Class codes are being deleted.
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Table 14.7.  Current Definitions - RTC Qualifier

Existing Nationally-Defined Values
Returned To Compliance (RTC) Qualifier Codes

Code Description Definition

D Documented Facility demonstrated that it is in full physical compliance by filing appropriate
documentation with the agency.

O Observed Verified that this violation is now in full physical compliance.  This was the
meaning in RCRIS when RTC (CEV_ACT_DTE) was entered.

N Not Resolvable There is no further legal action the agency can pursue to compel the facility to
bring the violation into full physical compliance.

S Stale Violation is too old and too minor to worry about, therefore close it out.

U Unobserved Violation is no longer there.  Cannot find this violation or one like it exists at
the site, therefore it must be in full physical compliance (e.g., the violation is
for a drum that was not labeled, and, since all the drums at the site are now
labeled, can no longer tell if any of the drums at the site now are the actual
non-labeled drum referred to in the violation.) 
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Table 14.8.  Proposed Definitions - RTC Qualifier

Recommended Nationally-Defined Values
Returned To Compliance (RTC) Qualifier Codes

Code Description Definition

D Documented Site demonstrated that it is in full physical compliance by filing appropriate
documentation with the implementing agency.

O Observed Verified by on-site inspection that this violation is now in full physical
compliance.

N Not Resolvable Situations where, although the original violations may still exist or may never
have been corrected, there is no further legal action that the agency can pursue
to compel the site to bring the violation into full physical compliance. 
Therefore, the open status of the violation is being closed out.  Examples of
circumstances that could considered "not resolvable" include, among others,
scenarios involving bankruptcy (company has no financial means to continue
efforts to return to compliance), statute of limitations restrictions, and
violations which were referred from RCRA to CERCLA (enforcement type
830), Referrals to other RCRA Programs (enforcement type 850), or Referrals
Other Programs  (enforcement type 860). 

U Unverifiable Situations where it is not possible to verify whether or not the original
violation still exists or if it was ever corrected and returned to compliance. 
This would apply to a variety of scenarios, including: (a) a site is closed and out
of business; (b) a facility's permit has expired and the regulated activity is no
longer being conducted; (c) a site's operational status has changed from active
to inactive; and (d) a site appears to be in full physical compliance but
correction of the original violation can not be validated (e.g., the violation was
for an unlabeled drum and, based on subsequent inspection, all observed drums
on-site are now labeled but it is not possible to determine if the original drum
observed to be unlabeled is among the drums currently on-site).

Note - no implementer-defined values will be allowed for Returned To Compliance Qualifier.
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FEA - Formal Enforcement Agreement or Order
(revised title and revised definition)

Figure 14-1.  Visual Code Change Crosswalk - Violation Coverage Areas

Crosswalk Between Existing and Proposed Violation Coverage Areas

Old Violation Coverage Area                                                    New Proposed Violation Coverage
Area

        

266H- Boilers and Industrial Furnaces
(new code and new definition)

264S - TSD- Corrective Action for SWMUs
(new code and new definition)

265Q - TSD Interim Status-
Chemical, Physical, Biological Treatment  

(new code and new definition) 

264G - Closure/Post Closure
(new code and new definition)

264D - TSD-Contingency Plan and
Emergency Procedures

(new code and new definition)

264H- TSD-Financial Requirements
(new code and new definition)

264B- TSD-General Facility Standards
(new code and new definition)

265F- TSD Interim Status-Ground Water Monitoring
(new code and new definition)

264O - TSD-Incinerator Standards
(new code and new definition)

268A - LDR-General
(new code and new definition)

264N - TSD-Landfill Standards
(new code and new definition) 

BCE
BDT
BIS
BPS
BRR

CAS

CSS

DCH

DCL

DCP

DFR

DGS

DLB

DIA

DIN

DGW

DLF
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Old Violation New Proposed Violation Coverage Area
Coverage Area

    

264M - TSD Land Treatment Standards
(new code and new definition)

264L - TSD-Waste Pile Standards
(new code and new definition)

264O - TSD-Incinerator Standards 
(new code and new definition)

264E -TSD-Manifest / Records / Reporting
(new code and new definition)

264O - TSD-Incinerator Standards
(new code and new definition)

264B - TSD-General Facility Standards
(new code and new definition)

270B - Permit Application
(new code and new definition)    

264C - TSD-Preparedness and Prevention
(new code and new definition)

264O - TSD-Incinerator Standards
(new code and new definition)

264K - TSD-Surface Impoundment Standards
(new code and new definition)

264J - TSD-Tank Standards
(new code and new definition)

265P - TSD Interim Status-Thermal Treatment
(new code and new definition)

264I - TSD-Container Use and Management
(new code and new definition)

FEA -  Formal Enforcement Agreement or Order
(revised title and revised definition)

DLT

DMC

DMI

DMR

DOP

DOR

DOT

DPB

DPP

DPS

DSI

DTR

DTT

DWP  

FEA
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Old Violation Coverage Area  New Violation Coverage Area

    

Note -  This Figure represents only the translation and conversion of currently used nationally-defined
Violation Coverage Area codes to their respective proposed new codes.  Other new codes are also being
recommended for additional Violation Coverage Areas which are not presently being captured by the
existing codes, but those codes are not shown here.  Please see Table II-2 of PPI-6 for the narrative
definitions of all the new codes and see Appendices IX-9 and IX-10 for a more complete listing of the
complete set of recommended new nationally-defined Violation Coverage Area values.

Implementers should be provided adequate time to make any necessary manual conversions before the full
conversion  takes effect.

268A - LDR-General
(new code and new definition)

263C - Transporters-HW Discharges
(new code and new definition)

262A - Generator-Manifest
(new code and new definition)

262A - Generator-General
(new code and new definition)

262C - Generator-Pre-Transport
(new code and new definition)

263A - Transporters-General
(new code and new definition)

263B - Transporters- Manifest and Reporting
(new code and new definition)

262A - Generator-General
(new code and new definition)

263A - Transporters-General
(new code and new definition)

262A - Generators-General
(new code and new definition)

262A - Generators-General
(new code and new definition)

GLB

GMR

GOR

GPT

TGR

TMR

TOR

TRR

TWD

GER

GGR
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PPI # 15   RTC Due Tickler Functionality/Workload 
Management

Program Need
The RCRAInfo data system tracks specific information relating to the
regulated community and most aspects of the RCRA program.
Previously, this data system and the stored  information were only
available to EPA and the State environmental regulatory agencies. 
The data system now provides information to public search engines and,
because of this, it has become even more critical that information in the
data system be updated as quickly as possible to reflect the current
status of compliance.

Problem Analysis
The data in RCRAInfo’s Compliance and Enforcement module is highly dynamic - data changes as
compliance and enforcement processes proceed.  Some of the fields associated with evaluations
and their associated violations change periodically as new information is obtained.  One field that
will is the “Actual RTC Date” (return to compliance date).  This field documents the date that the
violation was corrected.  It should ideally be a date equal to or earlier than the latest “Scheduled
RTC Date,” as stipulated in the enforcement order and recorded in RCRAInfo.  Currently, the
“Actual RTC Date” is tracked in RCRAInfo’s violation module whereas a violation’s “Scheduled
RTC Date,” since it is a condition or requirement of an enforcement action, is entered into
RCRAInfo only after an enforcement action is entered through the enforcement module.
RCRAInfo does not currently have a tickler function associated with these fields to remind
regulators that information concerning a violation’s return to compliance is due to be evaluated.

Recommendation
The Team recommends creating a “tickler” report to list all violations not yet having an “Actual
RTC Date” in the system and for which the “Scheduled RTC Date” due is within the next fourteen
(14) days or is already overdue.  In order for this feature to be worthwhile, the “Scheduled RTC
Date” field must remain a required field for input by implementers.

Pros:
This feature would serve as a reminder to the States and Regions so that compliance
schedule  inspections and record reviews could be performed in a timely manner and then
entered into RCRAInfo.  This would show whether or not a site has achieved physical
compliance for a particular violation in a timely manner.  This is very important to the
regulated community since the public and other businesses can readily monitor a site’s
compliance status with OECA’s new ECHO web site.  By addressing the “Actual RTC
Date” field in a timely manner, sites that return to compliance quickly will have that
documented.  For those sites that do not meet the scheduled compliance date, the State or
Region can begin appropriate actions to achieve compliance in a timely manner.
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Cons:
Implementing this recommendation would involve the cost of creating the report but there
would be no system design or structure changes. Having a tickler report will not guarantee
that the information will be obtained and added to the data system sooner then at present.
The current system has the capability of providing information on which sites have a
Compliance Schedule due if a program is written for that query. 

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solution was considered:

1) Status quo:
The information on what is due to be back in compliance can be obtained by having a report
run.

Pros:
There is no additional cost or time expended for designing and implementing a change in the
current system.  No additional staff time will have to be expended on putting the information
in RCRAInfo if the information is already available in the State system.

Cons:
Queries run on the information will not be very useful.  Each implementer will be faced with
finding the resources and technically skilled staff, or consultant, to code a tickler report to
list all violations who’s compliance schedule dates are coming due.

Dependencies
None.

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction:
This PPI will provide more efficient and up-to-date data to be provided to public access
systems.

Data Quality Improvement:
PPI proposal will help ensure accurate and timely RTC data is collected and recorded in
RCRAInfo.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
None.
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Structure Changes:
No changes.

Translator Load Changes:
No changes.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
No changes.

Reports:
This PPI describes the need for a new Tickler report to be provided in RCRAInfo.  See
Reports Section of this report for a description of the proposed report.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.

National Review Feedback
State EPA National

Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
17

Can live with
8

Agree
5

Can live with
1 31

Absolutely cannot
live with 1 1 2

Most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally proposed.
Therefore, the HMA PAA presented its original recommendation to the WIN/INFORMED
Executive Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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Enforcement Policy and Procedure Issues
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PPI # 16   Inconsistent and Inaccurate Designation of “In 
Compliance” and SNC

Program Need
The Team recognizes that there are inconsistencies and differences 
of opinion among implementers in determining a site’s compliance
status (e.g. in compliance vs. not in compliance, Significant Non-
Complier (SNC) vs. non-SNC).  These inconsistencies exist in the
entering of data by implementers and in the internal analysis of
compliance monitoring and enforcement related data.  This problem
has a negative impact on the accuracy of information made available to the public, particularly in
response to requests for lists of non-compliant sites, SNCs, etc. These inconsistencies are primarily
the result of the absence of clear guidance on appropriate compliance status categories and their
corresponding definitions.  Therefore, the RCRAInfo user community needs clarification and
guidance in the determination/interpretation of a site’s compliance status.

Problem Analysis
The Team believes there are two primary issues that must be clarified.  

Definition of “In-Compliance” 
The definition of “in compliance” should be clarified and established in order to maintain and
provide accurate and consistent data to all RCRAInfo users and the public.  “In
compliance” is not defined in the 1996 Hazardous Waste Civil Enforcement Response
Policy (ERP) or the RCRAInfo Data Element Dictionary.  The Team believes it is
important to establish a consistent nationally-defined standard for use in analyzing
compliance data and providing information to the public.

The Team believes that ‘in compliance” should be defined as a site that does not have any
unresolved regulatory or statutory violations (site has achieved physical compliance).
Conversely, “not in compliance” (or “non-compliant”) should be defined as a site that has
unresolved regulatory or statutory violations.  However, when providing information to the
public, the Team believes it is important to state that the compliance-related data is only a
“snapshot” of the site’s status during a particular evaluation process and does not
necessarily reflect the current status of the site.  This definition is identical to the definition
of “physical compliance.”

Significant Non-Complier (SNC) 
The Team also believes that clear, accurate guidance should be provided to the implementer
regarding the designation of an SNC.  The 1996 ERP defines an SNC and establishes policy
addressing the determination of the SNC classification.  The ERP also states “facilities will
be deemed to have Returned to Compliance when they are … in full physical compliance
with a compliance schedule established in a formal enforcement action (either an order or
an agreement).”  In other words, according to the 1996 ERP, once an SNC is under (and in
compliance with) a formal enforceable compliance schedule, they are no longer considered
an SNC and are considered to have returned to compliance.  
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An analysis of the Air and Water media programs indicates that significant non-complier
and/or high priority violator (HPV) status is maintained until full physical compliance is
achieved.  The Water program recognizes “Addressed” SNCs, however, the Air program
has no provision for designating “Addressed” or “Unaddressed” HPVs.

SNC classification are inconsistent with other media resulting in public misconceptions
regarding the SNC status and confusion in interrupting RCRAInfo report.  The Team
believes that clear definitions and guidance must be developed to clarify exactly when a
violator becomes an SNC and when they are released from the SNC determination.

The workgroup that is currently working on revisions to the ERP has also recognized these
inconsistencies and has recommended that rather than stating that an SNC has “Returned to
Compliance” once complying with an enforceable compliance schedule, that categories be
established to track “Addressed” and “Unaddressed” SNCs and Secondary Violators.  In
the proposal, the site ceases to be an SNC when they return to physical compliance with
non-penalty conditions of the order.

Recommendation
Definition of “in compliance” (“compliant,” “physical compliance”)

The Team recommends that “in compliance,” “compliant,” and “physical compliance” be
defined as “an instance where a site has no unresolved RCRA violations,” with the
understanding that the designation is only a snapshot of the site’s status during a particular
evaluation event and does not necessarily reflect the status of the site at this time.  

Definition of “not in compliance” (“non-compliant,” “out-of-compliance”) 
The Team recommends that “not in compliance,” “non-compliant,” and “out-of-compliance”
should be defined as “an instance where a site has unresolved RCRA violations.” 

Definition of “returned to compliance”
The Team recommends that the definition of “returned to compliance” be changed back to
the pre-1996 ERP definition, meaning full physical compliance with all regulatory and
statutory requirements (data field: actual_rtc_date has a valid date).

All applicable RCRAInfo reports for compliant or non-compliant sites should reflect these
definitions.

Pros:  
All implementers will have a consistent definition and understanding of these terms.

Cons:  
Some implementers may have to change their definition of these terms.
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Categories and Status of SNC 
The Team believes that sites should be classified as SNCs until they have returned to
physical compliance with all applicable RCRA requirements that contributed to them being
classified as an SNC.  This includes requirements that may be in the form of technical
remedies present in a formal enforcement order. However, the Team does not believe that
a site should continue to be flagged as an SNC when long term monitoring of a site is one of
the conditions of the order and the condition that caused the violation has been corrected
(see example in next paragraph).  If a violation is addressed by a formal enforcement
agreement, it should not mean the site is no longer an SNC; nor does it necessarily mean
that the site has returned to physical compliance with respect to the violations that
contributed to the site being classified as an SNC.

For example, if inadequate ground-water monitoring is cited as a violation and linked to an
SNY (evaluation type meaning: A Significant Non-Complier), and the order requires
installation of an adequate system and continued monitoring or assessment, an SNN
(evaluation type meaning: Not A Significant Non-Complier) would be entered for that site
once the adequate system has been installed. The site should not remain an SNC for the
entire monitoring or assessment time frame, which could be decades.

In yet another example, an order may be issued against an SNC that contains only a penalty
(no technical requirements).  In this instance, the site would cease to be an SNC once the
order is issued and the violation(s) that caused them to be an SNC would be returned to
compliance.  Payment of the penalty (or completion of any SEP imposed to offset a
penalty) would not be required to remove the site as an SNC.  If the site fails to pay the
penalty or complete the SEP, then the implementer may determine that the site is in
contempt of the order and determine that the site is an SNC once again.

The Team further recognizes that it is important to distinguish between “unaddressed
SNCs”  and “addressed SNCs.”  The fact that a site is subject to a formal enforceable
compliance schedule and in compliance with that schedule is an important step toward
physical compliance and should be recognized.  Therefore the Team recommends that an
additional category of “Compliance Schedule Established” be implemented and defined.

The Team recommends that three categories of SNC be established to more accurately
reflect a site’s non-compliant status.  The categories should be unaddressed SNC,
addressed SNC, and SNC with Compliance Schedule Established and for ease of
reporting, these calculated SNC universes should be stored at the Handler level by agency
as outlined in PPI # 5, Designation of Significant Non-Compliers (SNC) in RCRAInfo.
When an implementer generates a report from the data system that identifies all SNCs,
these six universes (three for state designation and three for EPA designation) should be
present on the report.  For ease of reporting purposes, these SNC classifications will be
calculated from the Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement (CM&E) data and then stored
at the Handler level.
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Recommended Categories of SNC:

SNCs will have three categories:

Unaddressed SNC
defined as an SNC (has an SNY evaluation record without a

subsequent SNN) with no formal enforcement action, dated on
or after the SNY, filed by the same agency that issued the SNY.

Still out-of-compliance and
still considered an SNC

Addressed SNC
 defined as an SNC (has an SNY evaluation record without a

subsequent SNN) that has a formal enforcement action, dated on
or after the SNY, filed by the same agency that issued the SNY

which includes appropriate sanctions.

Still out-of-compliance and
still considered an SNC

SNC with Compliance Schedule Established
defined as an Addressed SNC (has an SNY evaluation record

without a subsequent SNN and it has a formal enforcement
action, dated on or after the SNY, filed by the same agency that
issued the SNY which includes appropriate sanctions) that has

an enforceable compliance schedule.

If the implementer has
entered an SNN evaluation,
the site is no longer an SNC
and is still out-of-compliance.

If the implementer has not
entered an SNN evaluation,
the site is still an SNC and is
still out-of-compliance.

Per the ERP guidance, once a SNC is on an enforceable compliance schedule, the
implementer should remove the site from SNC by entering an SNN evaluation. If the
implementer has entered an SNN evaluation, the site is no longer an SNC. If the
implementer has not entered an SNN evaluation, the site is still an SNC. 

For clarification purposes, once an SNC determination is made, an SNY evaluation type is
entered into RCRAInfo.  At that point, that site immediately becomes an “Unaddressed
SNC” until such time as a 200 series (or above) enforcement action, dated on or after the
SNY, is filed by the same agency that issued the SNY.  Once an enforcement action is
issued, the facility becomes an “Addressed SNC.”  If the facility returns to compliance,
then the facility is no longer an SNC and an SNN evaluation type should be entered into
RCRAInfo.  

On the other hand, subsequent to issuance of the formal enforcement action, dated on or
after the SNY, and filed by the same agency that issued the SNY, the facility may go on an
enforceable  compliance schedule.  The schedule may be established through a final
compliance order or through a final consent agreement dated on or after the SNY, and filed
by the same agency that issued the SNY setting forth milestones for returning the violations
to full compliance.  At this time, a Scheduled Compliance Date is entered into RCRAInfo
for each of the violations. If the implementer enters an SNN evaluation, the site is no longer
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a SNC; if the implementer chooses not to enter an SNN evaluation at this time, the site
remains a SNC and the SNC status changes from “Addressed SNC” to “SNC with
Compliance Schedule Established.” 

In many cases, these final compliance orders and final consent agreements often include
other conditions such as a schedule of penalty payments, a schedule for completion of one
or more SEPs, or schedules for implementing other technical or non-regulatory
requirements.  For purposes of determining the SNC status of a facility, these other terms
and conditions of the order or agreement are not to be considered.  Instead, compliance
with these terms and conditions are to be tracked as proposed in PPI # 22 as part of normal
enforcement case management.

Additionally, if a facility fails to comply with the terms and conditions of its established
compliance schedule, and the implementer has not entered an SNN its SNC status doesn’t
change; it remains classified as an “SNC with Compliance Schedule Established.”
However, the responsible agency always has the option of citing the facility for failure to
comply with the terms and conditions of an order or agreement and initiate a new
enforcement action against the facility.  However, if a facility fails to comply with the terms
and conditions of its established compliance schedule, and the implementer has entered an
SNN, the site would then need to be re-classified as an SNC, and the implementer would
need to enter a new SNY.  At this time, the site would be classified as an “Unaddressed
SNC” until a new formal enforcement action, including appropriate sanctions, dated on or
after the SNY, has been filed by the same agency that issued the SNY.

The Team also recommends that all current SNC designations be converted to these
categories based on the criteria outlined above.  This will require programming by the
RCRAInfo Design Team.  However, the Team believes it is important to be able to look at
all historical SNC designations in a consistent format for reporting and analytical purposes.

In those cases where a site in RCRAInfo has been designated as SNC and is referred to
Superfund, the Team recommends:
1. A Superfund Referral enforcement action be linked to all open violations (data field:

enforcement_type = 830, RCRA to CERCLA Administrative Referral),
2. All open violations be returned to compliance (data field: actual_rtc_date has a valid

date) using the RTC qualifier of “Not Resolvable” (data field: rtc_qualifier = “N”),
and

3. The site be “de’SNCed” by entering an SNN evaluation.

Categories and Status of Secondary Violators (SV)  
Any site which has open violations and has not been designated as an SNC is considered a
Secondary Violator (SV). The status and tracking of Secondary Violators should also be
addressed in a clear and consistent manner.  The team recommends two categories and
status for SVs.
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Recommended Categories of  Secondary Violators (SVs): 

Secondary Violators (SVs) are sites that are not designated as SNC.  
SVs will have two categories:

Unaddressed SV
defined as an SV with no enforcement action filed/issued

Still out-of-compliance

Addressed SV
defined as an SV having an enforcement action filed.  Failure to

comply with the enforcement action would, in most instances,
result in escalation to SNC status

Still out-of-compliance

An SV will no longer be considered an SV when all open violations are resolved (have
achieved physical compliance, RCRAInfo data field: actual_rtc_date is not blank).

Pros:  
All implementers will have a consistent understanding  of how a site is designated as an
SNC and when that site ceases to be an SNC.  All sites that are classified as SNCs and
SVs will remain in those categories until they return to physical compliance with all
violations that contributed or caused them to be so classified.  By creating the category
"SNC With A Compliance Schedule Established" and by limiting the SNC status
determination to only those violations linked to the SNC designation, a site designated as an
SNC will remain an SNC until all those linked violations are returned to compliance.  The
concern that many sites would remain designated as an SNC for a long time (because of
long-term monitoring requirements, injunctive relief requirements, or scheduled penalty
payments stipulated in the compliance order) is no longer an issue.  (However, should a site
fail to comply with those other terms and conditions, this recommendation would allow that
new violation to be addressed through initiation of a new enforcement action citing failure of
the site to comply with the terms and conditions of the order and thereby providing another
independent opportunity for the site to become designated as an SNC for that new
violation.) 

This recommendation will ensure that public and regulatory users of this data will have an
accurate representation of the SNC status of a site, allowing for identification of those sites
where a compliance schedule has been established to progressively correct violations and
return to compliance.  

This recommendation makes the Hazardous Waste SNC status consistent with other media
program policies.

Cons:
This recommendation requires a change to the ERP and applicable RCRAInfo universe
calculation program and reporting guidance and presentation.  This recommendation
endorses changing the 1996 ERP definition of “Return to Compliance” for SNCs from the
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point when they are placed upon an enforceable compliance schedule to a return to full
physical compliance.  This would result in the SNC designation remaining for longer periods
of time than the current 1996 ERP designates.

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solution was considered:

1)  Status Quo: 
Current policy and RCRAInfo reporting criteria would remain as they are now. 

Pros:  
No change is required with the 1996 ERP or RCRAInfo universe calculation program and
reporting guidance and presentation.

Cons:
Inconsistencies among implementers will continue to exist and sites will exit the SNC
classification prior to returning to physical compliance with respect to the violations that
contributed to the SNC classification.

Dependencies
PPI # 5Tracking of Significant Non-Compliers (SNC) in RCRAInfo 

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Data Quality Improvement:
This PPI will result in a better understanding of data entry issues while ensuring national
consistency in the definition of “In-Compliance,” “Compliant,” “Physical Compliance,”
“Non-Compliant,” “Not-in-Compliance,” and “Out-of-Compliance.”

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
This PPI changes the definition of:
1. “In-compliance,” “compliant,” and “physical compliance” 

defined as an instance where a site has no unresolved RCRA violations (all
violations at that site have returned to compliance defined in RCRAInfo as
having a date in data field: actual_rtc_date), with the understanding that the
designation is only a snapshot of the site’s status during a particular
evaluation event and does not necessarily reflect the status of the site at
this time.
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2. “Non-compliant,” “not-in-compliance,” and “out-of-compliance” 
defined as an instance where a site has unresolved RCRA violations (one
or more violations at that site have not returned to compliance defined in
RCRAInfo as not having a date in data field: actual_rtc_date.)

3. “Returned to compliance” 
should be defined as achieving full physical compliance with all regulatory
and statutory requirements,  data field: actual_rtc_date has a valid date.
(Removing the “or in compliance with its compliance schedule” position of
the current definition.)

4. Categories/universes of Significant Non-Complier (SNC). All these
categories/universes will be considered out-of-compliance and still an SNC:

Unaddressed SNC 
defined as an SNC (has an SNY evaluation record without a
subsequent SNN) with no formal enforcement action, dated on or
after the SNY, filed by the same agency that issued the SNY.

Addressed SNC 
defined as an SNC (has an SNY evaluation record without a
subsequent SNN) that has a formal enforcement action, dated on
or after the SNY, filed by the same agency that issued the SNY
which includes appropriate sanctions.

SNC with Compliance Schedule Established 
defined as an Addressed SNC (has an SNY evaluation record
without a subsequent SNN and it has a formal enforcement action,
dated on or after the SNY, filed by the same agency that issued the
SNY which includes  appropriate sanctions) that has an
enforceable compliance schedule.

5. Categories/universes of Secondary Violators (SV). Both of these
categories/universes will be considered out-of-compliance:

Unaddressed SV
defined as an SV with no enforcement action filed/issued

Addressed SV
defined as an SV having an enforcement action filed.  Failure to
comply with the enforcement action would, in most instances, result
in escalation to SNC status.

6. Sites in RCRAInfo designated as SNC and referred to Superfund (has a RCRA to
CERCLA Administrative Referral, data field: enforcement_type = 830) should be
returned to compliance (has a valid date in data field: actual_rtc_date) and RTC
qualifier “N” = “Not Resolvable” should be used and the site de’SNCed (add an
evaluation_type ‘SNN’ to that site).
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Structure Changes:
Add six new data fields to Handler: State_Unaddressed_SNC, State_Addressed_SNC,
S t a t e _ S N C _ W i t h _ C o m p l i a n c e _ S c h e d u l e ,  E P A _ U n a d d r e s s e d _ S N C ,
EPA_Addressed_SNC, and EPA_SNC_With_Compliance_Schedule. There will only be
one value for each of these universes per facility, based on calculations from the evaluation,
violation and enforcement module.  These fields are only updated via the universe
calculation program.

Universe Calculation Program:
The current universe calculation program will need to be modified to: 
1. Only use the latest evaluation type of SNY for each agency to calculate SNC; a

site that has the latest evaluation type of SNN is not an SNC for that agency -
regardless of whether or not the site has a violation, violation determined dates, and
whether or not the violation is currently out of compliance or on a compliance
schedule, and 

2. The current single designation of SNC stored at the Handler level will be replaced
by the new SNC universes which are clearly identified by agency (state and EPA)
described in this PPI. 

Data Entry Screen Changes:
The evaluation list screen, violation list screen, and the enforcement list screens must
display these SNC universes as part of the facility name and ID section of the screen.

Conversion Issues:
There are no conversion issues for this PPI because all historical SNCs will be converted as
a result of the changes specified in PPI # 5 Designation of Significant Non-Compliers
(SNC) in RCRAInfo.

Reports:
All reports displaying information on “in-compliance”, “compliant”, “non-compliant”, or “not-
in-compliance” will need to be modified to: 1) use the definitions outlined above and 2)
ensure that the following disclaimer be added to the reports stating “the compliance-related
data is only a “snapshot” of the site’s status during a particular evaluation process and does
not necessarily reflect the current status of the site.”  

Internal reports, not intended for release to the public, will display all six SNC universes. 

There will be a data quality report provided in RCRAInfo which will help implementers to
QA/QC their data.  See Reports Section of this report for a description of the proposed
report.

Public Access:
The designation of SNC and all related SNC information is released to the public and does
not have any restriction on it, except in displaying the SNC universes in a manner easier for
the public to understand.  There  will be no differentiating by agency.  Therefore, all reports
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that are available to the public will show ONLY one SNC designation for each SNC
universe.  This designation will show the site in an SNC universe if either State or EPA
designated the site as an SNC for that universe.  To be shown as not an SNC in any of the
universe, both State and EPA must de’SNC the site. 

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
9

Can live with
10

Agree
0

Can live with
2

21

Absolutely cannot
live with 10 10

20

A great deal of controversy was generated by both States and Regions regarding SNCs on a
Compliance Schedule and whether or not they should remain as an SNC.  Like the HMA Team and
the REMs, the National Reviewers were evenly split as to whether the site should remain in
significant non-compliance.  Therefore, the HMA PAA revised its original recommendation by
referencing the policy in the revised ERP, which states that once a site is on an enforceable
compliance schedule, the implementer should enter an “SNN” and remove the site from SNC, but if
the implementer chooses not to enter the “SNN” evaluation, the site will remain in significant non-
compliance and will be categorized as an “SNC with a Compliance Schedule Established”. This
revised recommendation was presented to the WIN/INFORMED Executive Steering Committee
for approval and  implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 17   Clarification of Informal vs Formal Enforcement 
Actions

Program Need
EPA’s Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance (OECA)
requires Regional and State regulators to provide information on their
enforcement and compliance assurance program activities. The
reporting system(s) used to collect this information were designed to 
capture a set of nationally defined elements (activities) while allowing
Regions and States some flexibility in tracking additional information.
However, misinterpreted code descriptions and lack of guidance have led to inconsistent reporting
and impacts on the quality of enforcement data. As a result there is a need for clear guidance on
terminology and the use of data systems for accurate data entry and analysis.

Problem Analysis
Clarification of Informal vs. Formal Enforcement and Use of the Terms “NOV” and
“Settlement Agreements” 

There is inconsistency across organizations in the definition of formal and informal actions.

For EPA, a formal enforcement action is:
1. a referral to the U.S. Department of Justice for the commencement of a civil

action in the appropriate U.S. District Court, or 
2. the filing of an administrative complaint, or the issuance of an order, requiring

compliance and/or assessing a civil penalty.

For States, a formal enforcement action is: 
1. a referral to the State’s Attorney General for the commencement of a civil or

administrative action in the appropriate forum, or
2. the filing of an administrative complaint, or the issuance of an administrative

order, requiring compliance and/or assessing a civil penalty.  

Note to Reviewer:  The above definitions are based upon the draft revisions to the 1996
Hazardous Waste Civil Enforcement Response Policy (ERP) and State and Regional comments
on that draft.

EPA recognizes that some State hazardous waste enforcement programs are required, under State
law, to issue written notices to alleged violators prior to filing a civil or administrative complaint,
order, or agreement.  EPA’s policy contends that such notices themselves do not constitute formal
enforcement action; rather, it is the ensuing civil or administrative complaint, order or agreement,
that constitutes the formal enforcement action.

In theory, a Notice of Violation (NOV), as defined by EPA, is considered an informal action. In
addition, informal actions often do not have associated penalties or compliance schedules.  While the
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1996 ERP may provide some flexibility in this area, some organizations have assessed penalties and
schedules for compliance in documents that are named “Notice Of Violation” (NOV) or
“Settlement Agreement”, causing confusion about which series of Enforcement Type Codes should
be used to record the enforcement actions and results in national inconsistency in reporting. For
example, the NOVs and Settlement Agreements may be entered as informal actions in the 100
series when they more closely resemble orders or they are being entered as Orders in the 200 and
300 series when they are called “NOVs” or “Settlement Agreements.”  This inconsistency makes
enforcement comparisons from organization to organization difficult and of questionable quality. This
problem is further complicated by data system coding issues (e.g., using user-defined enforcement
action types). A common definition needs to be reached on the terms “formal” and “informal”
actions, usage of the term NOV needs to be clarified, and an accommodation needs to be made to
address the Settlement Agreements that some States issue.

Recommendation
Clarification of Informal vs Formal Enforcement and Use of the Terms “NOV” and
“Settlement Agreement”:  
The Team recognizes that the ERP workgroup is addressing this issue and recommends that the
ERP workgroup incorporate the following definitions into the new ERP.

Formal Enforcement is a written document, regardless of nomenclature, that
mandates compliance and initiates a civil, criminal, or administrative process,
with or without appeal rights before a trier of fact, that results in (1) an
enforceable agreement or order and (2) an appropriate sanction.  

This definition encompasses “Notices of Violation” and “Settlement
Agreements” that otherwise fulfill all parts of the above definition.

It is important to understand that some States issue a separate order first to
address violations and expedite return to compliance and then follow that up with
an order seeking penalties.  Both of these orders should be considered “Formal.”

Formal enforcement may be issued against secondary violators but sanctions
may not be necessary or appropriate. 

RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type values 200 - 999.

Informal Enforcement involves those actions that notify the violator of its
violations but are not formal enforcement actions.  This includes Notices of
Violation (as defined by EPA) that are not enforceable documents and do not
include appropriate sanctions.  

RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type values 100 - 199.
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Pros:
Will ensure that all documents that are similar in substance, regardless of the nomenclature,
are documented (and counted) the same from State to State and Region to Region.

Cons: 
May require changes to coding in RCRAInfo.  Will require changes to the existing 1996
ERP.

Other Option Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solution was considered:

1) Status Quo: 
No change to existing policies or procedures.

Pros: 
Will not require any changes to RCRAInfo. 

Cons:
Differences will continue regarding how to document enforcement actions and scheduled
return to compliance on a national basis.

Dependencies
PPI # 19 Inconsistent Data Entry and Codification of Enforcement Actions

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction:
Clarification of Formal vs Informal, NOV, and Settlement Agreement will eliminate
inconsistent data entry and will make data entry for these items easier, saving data entry
time and allowing the system to function better.

Data Quality Improvement:
More consistency between States and Regions and better/improved data quality.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
This PPI changes the definition of:

Formal enforcement:
A written document, regardless of nomenclature, that mandates compliance
and initiates a civil, criminal, or administrative process, with or without
appeal rights before a trier of fact, that results in (1) an enforceable
agreement or order and (2) an appropriate sanction.  This definition
encompasses “Notices of Violation” and “Settlement Agreements” that
result in an enforceable document and include appropriate sanctions.
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It is important to understand that some States issue a separate orders first
to address violations and expedite return to compliance and then follow that
up with an order seeking penalties.  Both of these orders should be
considered “Formal.”

Formal enforcement may be issued against secondary violators but
sanctions may not be necessary or appropriate.

RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type values 200 - 999.

Informal enforcement:
Involves those actions that notify the violator of its violations but are not
formal enforcement actions.  This includes Notices of Violation (as defined
by EPA) that are not enforceable documents and do not include appropriate
sanctions.  

RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type values 100 - 199.

Structure Changes:
None.

Translator Load Changes:
None.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
None.

Reports:
All reports that count formal vs informal or report enforcement by these categories will
need to be modified to use these definitions.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
19

Can live with
6

Agree
5

Can live with
1 31

Absolutely cannot
live with 1 1

2
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Although most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally
proposed, some concern was expressed regarding the inclusion of criminal, Notice of Violations, and
Settlement Agreements in the definition of Formal enforcement.  Therefore, the HMA PAA revised
its original recommendation by adding criminal, Notice of Violations, and Settlement Agreements to
the definition of Formal enforcement  This is the only change to the original recommendation.  This
revised recommendation was presented to the WIN/INFORMED Executive Steering Committee
for approval and  implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 18   Enforcement Sensitive Information

Program Need
The Team has identified a need to permit the release of enforcement
data once it has reached a state where it is no longer enforcement
sensitive. However, in the current system there is not a mechanism
to denote the point at which the information is no longer enforcement
sensitive.

Problem Analysis
The following principles are currently used in determining enforcement sensitivity.

Evaluations:
All evaluations are released, whether linked to a violation or not.  This includes the
Significant Non-Complier (SNC) designations (SNY = A Significant Non-Complier and
SNN = Not a Significant Non-Complier).  

Violations:
All classes of violations, including blank violation classes, are being released, whether
addressed or unaddressed.  The only exception to this is the pending violation class, which is
outlined below.

Pending violations (RCRAInfo data field: Class = ‘P’): 
a. If a Class ‘P’ violation has no enforcement action it will not be released.
b. If a Class ‘P’ violation has received an enforcement action, whether

informal or formal, it will be released. If a Class ‘P’ violation has only one
enforcement action and it is one of the excluded enforcement actions listed
below, then the violation will not be released since the enforcement action
would be excluded and this pending violation would appear to be
unaddressed. 

Enforcement actions:
1. Judicial Referrals (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type = 400 series) and State-

to-EPA Referrals (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type = 810 action) are never
released.

2. Criminal Actions (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type = 700 series) are not
released unless it has received a Final Monetary penalty (RCRAInfo data field:
penalty_type = ‘FA’).

3. All other enforcement actions are released.

The report designed to print requests for information from the public, the CM&E RCRAInfo
production Freedom of Information Request (FOIA) report, does not release comments.
(No evaluation/inspection, violation, or enforcement comments are released on the national
FOIA report.)
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The Judicial Referrals (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type = 400 series) and the State
to EPA Referral (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type = 810) actions have not been
released because there is not a corresponding action/mechanism that denotes that the action
has been accepted and all parties notified.  As a result the default position is to not release
this information.

Recommendation

Evaluations:
1. The  SNC designation evaluation type = SNY will continue to be released as

soon as it is entered into RCRAInfo , regardless of whether or not an
enforcement action has been issued.

NOTE: The HMA PAA had recommended that the SNY not be released unless a
releaseable  formal enforcement action, issued by the same agency as the SNY, was
entered with a date equal to or greater than the SNY date.  The WIN/INFORMED
Executive Steering Committee (ESC) unanimously agreed that, as is currently the case,  no
enforcement sensitive restrictions should be placed upon SNY designations.  The HMA
PAA Team has revised this document consistent with the ESC decision to overturn the
recommendation that would have conditionally restricted access to SNY designations.

2. Commitment/initiative information will be considered enforcement sensitive until the
evaluation corresponding to it has begun (has an evaluation start date). Only after
the evaluation has begun will commitment/initiative information be released to the
public. (See PPI # 1, Tracking Of Commitments and Initiatives,  for a  complete
discussion on commitment/initiative tracking.)

3. Except for # 2 above, all evaluations will be released, whether linked to a violation
or not.

Violations:
No changes from current, as data system will no longer have pending violations.
All violations will be released, whether addressed or unaddressed.  The Team has
recommended eliminating the Violation Class. The Team has proposed that the
found_violation flag will meet the need to indicate that a violation may have been
discovered, but awaiting final determination.  It is the Team’s proposal that only
known/determined violations should be entered into the data system.  Therefore, all
violations will be released. (See PPI # 14 for discussion on Violation Class and PPI # 10,
How Do We Designate Whether There Were or Were Not Violations Found During an
Evaluation/Inspection?,  for discussion on Found_violation.)

Enforcement Actions:
1. Civil/Judicial Referrals (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type = 400 series) are

enforcement sensitive and will only be released once the violations they are linked
to have a Civil/Judicial Action (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type =   the 500
series with a date entered in the “initial filing” field) indicating that the case has
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been filed in Court.  Users will have to ensure that this information is entered as
soon as possible in order for the information to become publicly available in a timely
manner, as required by the Freedom of Information Act.

Note: If the Original Petition or Complaint is filed under seal, then a Civil/Judicial
Action (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type = the 500 series with a date
entered in the “initial filing” field) should not be entered in the data system until it is
no longer under seal. (See PPI # 19 for a discussion of these enforcement types.) 

2. Criminal Actions (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type = 700 - 709) and
Referrals to Criminal  (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type = 710 - 719) will be
enforcement sensitive UNTIL they have one of the following:

a) a Criminal Indictment is issued (RCRAInfo data field:
enforcement_type = 720 - 729),

b) a Criminal Conviction is entered (RCRAInfo data field:
enforcement_type = 730 - 739), or

c) a Criminal Acquittal entered (RCRAInfo data field:
enforcement_type = 740 - 749). 

(See PPI # 19 for a discussion of these enforcement types.)

3. State-to-EPA Referrals (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type = 810 action) and
EPA-to-State Referrals (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type = 820 action) will
be enforcement sensitive until an enforcement action is entered by the receiving
agency.

4. All other enforcement actions will be released.

EPA HQ considers all comments/notes to be enforcement sensitive. Therefore, no comments/notes
will be released on the national FOIA report.  These comments/notes will continue to be withheld.
No evaluation/inspection, violation, or enforcement comments/notes will be released on the national
FOIA report.

Pros:
Will provide more information to the public at an earlier stage in the enforcement process
regarding the status of pending Civil/Judicial and criminal.

Cons:
None.  

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solution was considered:
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1) Status Quo:

Pros: 
No changes required to RCRAInfo.

Cons: 
Will keep information from the public forum regarding pending Civil/Judicial, criminal, and
EPA Referrals from States.

Dependencies
PPI # 1 Tracking Of Commitments and Initiatives, 
PPI # 10 How Do We Designate Whether There Were or Were Not Violations

Found During an Evaluation/Inspection?
PPI # 19 Inconsistent Data Entry and Codification of Enforcement Actions  

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Data Quality Improvement:
Will provide more information to the public at an earlier stage concerning enforcement
actions.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
This PPI defines enforcement sensitive as:

Evaluation data:
1. The  SNC designation evaluation type = SNY will be released as soon as it

is entered in RCRAInfo, regardless of whether or not an enforcement
action has been issued.

2. Commitment/initiative data fields will be considered enforcement sensitive
until they have an evaluation start date associated with them.

3. Except for the above, all evaluations will be released, whether linked to a
violation or not.  

HQ will continue to consider all comments/notes fields as enforcement sensitive and
therefore will continue not to release them.

Violation data:
All violation data can and will be released with no enforcement sensitive
restrictions.

HQ will continue to consider all comments/notes fields as enforcement
sensitive and therefore will continue not to release them.
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Enforcement data:
1. Civil/Judicial Referrals (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type =

400 series) are enforcement sensitive and will only be released
once the violations they are linked to have a Civil/Judicial Action
(RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type =   the 500 series with a
date entered in the “initial filing” field).

2. Criminal Actions (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type = 700 -
709) and Referrals to Criminal  (RCRAInfo data field:
enforcement_type = 710 - 719) will be enforcement sensitive
UNTIL they have one of the following:
1. a Criminal Indictment is issued (RCRAInfo data field:

enforcement_type = 720 - 729),
2. a Criminal Conviction is entered (RCRAInfo data field:

enforcement_type = 730 - 739), or
3. a Criminal Acquittal entered (RCRAInfo data field:

enforcement_type = 740 - 749). 
3. State-to-EPA Referrals (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type

= 810 action) and EPA-to-State Referrals (RCRAInfo data field:
enforcement_type = 820 action) will be released once an
enforcement action is entered by the receiving agency.

4. Except for the above, all enforcement actions will be released.  

HQ will continue to consider all comments/notes fields as enforcement
sensitive and therefore will continue not to release them.

Structure Changes:
The addition of a new data field on the enforcement record to indicate that an action was
filed.  See PPI # 19 for details.

Translator Load Changes:
None.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
None.

Reports:
All FOIA reports and reports intended for the public must abide by these rules.

Public Access:
This PPI describes what can be released to the public.
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National Review Feedback
State EPA National

Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
15

Can live with
8

Agree
5

Can live with
2 30

Absolutely cannot
live with 3 2 5

Although a majority of States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as
originally proposed, some concern was expressed regarding releasing SNC determinations and
State-to-EPA referrals and EPA-to-State referrals.  Therefore, the HMA PAA revised its original
recommendation by adding clarification that the SNC determination “SNY” will be enforcement
sensitive until a releaseable enforcement action, issued by the same agency as that issued the SNY,
is entered with a date equal to or greater that the SNY date.  Also State-to-EPA referrals (810) and
EPA-to-State referrals (820) will be enforcement sensitive until an enforcement action is issued by
the receiving agency.  These were the only changes to the originally proposed recommendation.  T
he recommendations were presented and approved by the WIN/INFORMED Executive Steering
Committee, with the exception of treating SNY designations as enforcement sensitive.  Refer to the
revised discussion under Evaluation: # 1 in the Recommendation Section above where the main
revision explaining what happened resides. 
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PPI # 19   Inconsistent Data Entry and Codification of 
Enforcement Actions

Program Need/Program Analysis
It is difficult to consistently report and interpret RCRA Handler Monitoring and Assistance (HMA)
data due to RCRA implementers using inconsistent data entry/coding practices for the various
HMA data entry scenarios.

Clear guidance needs to be developed for Implementers of the RCRA Subtitle C program detailing
the practices one should use when entering HMA data. Guidance will detail the coding standards
that will be used in addressing enforcement action scenarios.   

This issue has been raised by a wide variety of RCRAInfo users who have expressed difficulty with
accurate data interpretation and analysis.  The issue was further raised in the Team’s discussion of
HMA workflow practices.  For example, one organization would record a Notice of Violation
(NOV) with penalty as an informal action while another organization would enter a similar action as
a formal action.  This inconsistency across organizations can potentially result in over/under counting
of activities.  Also, some States have created new enforcement codes because there is a missing
national code, the national codes are being improperly used, or because State enforcement
processes are uniquely different from what EPA follows.

Resolution of this issue is a two-step process:

• Streamlining of HMA data entry codes - It has been noted that there are many codes in
current systems that are redundant, overlapping, or no longer used.  All codes should be re-
evaluated with the goal of providing a streamlined set of codes that detail the ‘Code’ (e.g.,
CEI), the associated ‘Description’ (Compliance Evaluation Inspection), and the
definition/usage of the code.  The Team evaluated all State codes  and is proposing  one
consistent set of codes for all implementers.   In addition, the Team analyzed all codes that
are redundant/similar and is proposing the addition of new specific codes and/or the
retention of existing codes that remain after the analysis process.

• Guidance Development - Once the codes have been streamlined, guidance should be
drafted to detail how the codes and the combination of codes (e.g., Enforcement Type,
Penalty Type, etc.) are to be applied for tracking enforcement activities. Guidance should
define all acronyms used in coding.  A crosswalk translation describing and mapping the
changes from the old codes to the new codes should be provided where applicable.

Additional information on specific RCRAInfo codes and type values may be found by referring to
the attachments included with this PPI and in the Appendix IX section of this report.

Recommendations
To address these issues, the Team considered numerous code changes and process revisions to
streamline data entry, improve clarity in code definitions and data entry business rules, and enhance
the accuracy of existing and new data.  The following recommendations represent the Team’s
consensus of changes that can best improve RCRA CM&E data and the way that data is entered.
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The Team notes, however, that long-term success of these changes is dependent upon continued
maintenance and review of RCRAInfo data and its coding system.  To accomplish that task, the
Team believes it would be valuable to have a nationally representative Team to periodically review
all system codes for the purpose of evaluating new implementer-defined codes and determining the
appropriateness of adding them to the list of nationally-defined codes.  Please refer to PPI # 27,
which explores this concept further.

This PPI deals exclusively with enforcement information  (enforcement type, media type, SEP type,
and penalty type codes).  Inconsistent data entry and codification issues relating to evaluations and
violations are addressed separately in PPIs # 6 and # 14, respectively.

The Team acknowledges that adoption of these recommendations will result in numerous code
changes to the historical data already existing in RCRAInfo.  Where data code changes will be
necessary, the Team has attempted to review both nationally-defined codes and implementer-
defined codes and make recommendations to convert that data to the new codes, as appropriate.
Interpretation of many of the implementer-defined codes were not always easy to accomplish and,
as a result, may not be consistent with the intent of the implementer.  Accordingly, the Team urges
all implementer States and Regions to carefully identify and review the proposed data
changes that apply to their respective State or Region to ensure data conversions are
made properly.  (See the Appendix IX section of this report for a more detailed description of the
proposed code change recommendations.)

Additionally, some data changes will need to be done manually by the implementers themselves.  In
particular, the existing data involving sampling will require implementers to manually revise the data
so that linkages between evaluations, violations, and enforcement actions are not lost during the
conversion.  Also, there are many existing codes, especially implementer-defined values in the
Enforcement Type codes, that will need implementer conversion to assure proper re-
characterization for the codes.   To accommodate this need, the  HMA PAA Team recommends
that the Design Team allow a period of six months to accomplish all necessary manual data
convers ions and updates by the implementers before any automated national data
conversion is done .

The Team has considered the possibility of grand-fathering existing historical data and not
converting it to the new codes.  However, the Team believes that due to current inconsistencies and
data quality problems, it is critical that as much data be converted and updated as possible.
Although grand-fathering existing data may be appropriate in certain limited situations, the preferred
approach should be to convert data to the new standards.

The Team also acknowledges that in order for RCRAInfo to be optimally useful and accurate, the
data must be as current and up-to-date as possible.  The Team, therefore, urges each
implementer to ensure that all data is entered promptly.

Enforcement Information (Enforcement Type, Media Type, SEP Type,
and Penalty Type Code Values)
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A.  Nationally-Defined Values for Enforcement Type:
To improve accuracy, establish national consistency, and reduce discrepancies and
redundancy in the enforcement data of RCRAInfo, it is recommended that several
modifications be made to the coding system and the data structure dealing with
Enforcement Type codes and how that data is entered.  (As a reference documenting these
recommended changes, please see Tables 19.1 and 19.2 and  Figure 19.1 at the end of this
PPI, as well as Appendices IX-19 through IX-21.)

1.  Update Currently Used Implementer-Defined Codes
Use of implementer-defined codes has been widely used to allow States and Regions to
address unique actions and activities which are either more explicit than the nationally-
defined codes or of a nature difficult to categorize under the nationally-defined codes.
Analysis of these codes, however, indicates that use of implementer-defined Enforcement
Type codes has increased confusion and inconsistencies in data analysis and accuracy.  In
reviewing existing implementer-defined code entries, one finds many redundancies,
improperly classified codes, and codes for activities which are not even for enforcement
type activities, as well as numerous codes which have never been used.  Clearly,
RCRAInfo could benefit from a clean-up of these implementer-defined codes, at a
minimum.  However, despite the numerous problems with implementer-defined codes, there
continues to be value in having the ability to clarify and distinguish implementer specific
activities or actions.  

To properly use implementer-defined codes for enforcement action types, implementers
should first categorize the enforcement action into the proper series of enforcement action
types (i.e., 100, 200, 300, 400, 500, 600, 700 or 800 series).  Next they should identify which
sub-series category the action best fits (i.e., 110-150, 210-240, 310-340, 410-430, 510-530,
610-620, 710-740, or 810-870).  Then, the implementer may add its own third digit to provide
the additional clarification desired.  For example, an implementer may have two different
types of written informal actions which would normally be coded in the nationally-defined
120 code.  To distinguish between them for their own internal purposes, the implementer
could code the first type of written informal action as 121 and the second one as 122, and
provide a description of each.  However, care must be taken to initially categorize the
enforcement action type in the proper series.

The proposed revisions of this PPI will provide additional guidance and clarification on how
to properly code enforcement actions and categorize them in their appropriate enforcement
type code series.  It is anticipated that these new definitions and clarifications will minimize
confusion in determining how to code an enforcement action.

The Team recommends that all current implementer-defined enforcement type
codes be reviewed and updated to ensure accuracy and consistency with the
nationally-defined values.  Although the Team will make recommendations for how best
to convert current implementer-defined codes, where appropriate, States and Regions are
urged to carefully review those recommendations and either make their own alternative
recommendations or update their data directly.  (See Appendices IX-20 and IX-21 for more
specific  detailed recommendations concerning existing implementer-defined Enforcement
Type coded data in RCRAInfo.) 
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2.  Remove Non-Enforcement and Non-RCRA Codes
Enforcement codes in the Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement Module usually
addresses or refers to one or more specific violations of regulations or statutes.  Review of
the current enforcement type codes indicates that not all current data is consistent.

Several current implementer-defined enforcement type codes do not appear to address
violations or simply are not enforcement type actions.  For example, many implementers
have been identifying activities associated with formal requests for information as an
enforcement type code.  These information requests are sometimes identified as 3007
information request letters, although other references are also used.  Regardless, such
information gathering activities, although important, are not enforcement type actions and
should not be tracked and recorded in RCRAInfo as such.  Instead, they are an important
part of the evidence gathering and verification process used to determine compliance and to
develop an enforcement response.  Other examples of currently used implementer-defined
enforcement type codes which represent some sort of non-enforcement type activity
include: hearings, appeals, remands, drafts (not initial filings) of enforcement actions,
meetings and conferences, review and approval of plans, determinations of  “no violation,”
filing/mailing of inspection reports, sampling, receipt dates, case assignment dates, formal
case reviews, extensions, motions filed, and several others.  Although each of these
activities may be important activities either in gathering information or associated with
deliberative process steps or milestones, each of these activity types, standing alone, are not
enforcement type actions and entries coded under these descriptions and should be removed
from this part of the RCRAInfo data system.

In addition, there are nationally-defined codes which address enforcement actions taken
under authority of non-RCRA statutes. In particular, there are codes addressing CERCLA
104(a) (response to the release of hazardous substances) and CERCLA 106(a) (abate
imminent and substantial endangerment to public health or the environment) orders in the
200 and 300 series.  Such activities are tracked through CERCLIS and other databases and
need not be tracked in RCRAInfo.  Continuing to define and track such actions in
RCRAInfo is therefore inappropriate and such codes should be removed from the database.

The Team recommends that all enforcement type codes addressing non-
enforcement and non-RCRA enforcement actions be deleted.

3.  Remove Federal Facility Specific Enforcement Codes
It is recommended that there not be separate enforcement type codes for actions relating to
federal facilities.  Federal Facility information is properly described as part of the handler
module and the same standards apply to these facilities as to other ones.  RCRAInfo can
easily distinguish federal facilities from other sites and, if it is necessary to pull enforcement
data just on federal facilities, that task should be possible through enforcement code sorting
by universe.  Therefore, the Team recommends that all enforcement type codes
which specifically apply only to federal facilities be eliminated.  This would include
existing codes numbered 250, 350, and 850.
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4.  Remove “Combination” (X90) Enforcement Type Codes
Currently, “combination” codes are referenced as 190, 290, 390, 590, and 890.   These
codes are used to indicate that multiple actions have been issued under that series but
provide no additional information about the specific actions taken.  The Team
recommends  that these “combination” codes be eliminated and each separate
action be recorded individually.  This will allow a more accurate accounting of the actual
actions being taken.

5.  Add New Enforcement Action Disposition Status Qualifiers
Currently, RCRAInfo does not capture the status of cases or other enforcement actions
other than an action's issuance and its corresponding payment of penalty, if any.  The Team
believes, however, that it is important to track and record how an enforcement action is
closed or otherwise terminated or discontinued.  Review of current data in RCRAInfo
indicates that many implementers have been trying to capture such data by using
implementer defined Enforcement Type codes.  Since such items are not really
enforcement action types, the Team believes that the practice of using Enforcement Type
codes to indicate the status of a case is improper and only adds to the confusion and
jeopardizes the integrity of the RCRAInfo enforcement data.  

Alternatively, the Team believes that tracking the disposition of cases and other
enforcement actions can be addressed more easily and accurately by establishing a drop
down menu of  disposition codes which can be checked to indicate the ultimate disposition
of the action.  Implementers should check one of the options to indicate if and how the
action has been closed.  Some suggested options would include: dropped, dismissed, action
satisfied (case closed), returned, or revoked.  All these qualifiers represent case/action end-
points for the specific action being tracked.  Use of the Enforcement Action Disposition
Status Qualifiers are mandatory for all enforcement actions to indicate how the
enforcement action/case was closed. Additionally, the Team believes that it is also
important to be able to associate a date with those respective disposition qualifiers and
recommends that a date field be associated with each qualifier.

The Team recommends that a drop down menu be added to allow tracking of the
final disposition of enforcement actions, and providing a date field for each.  The
Team also proposes the following codes (also found in Table 19.9) for use in that
enforcement action disposition drop down menu box:
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Code Definition

AS Action Satisfied (Case Closed) - The specific enforcement action is officially closed
and has no outstanding penalty payments or other terms or conditions remaining to
be satisfied.

DR Dropped - The specific enforcement action has been rejected, terminated, or
removed from further consideration.

DS Dismissed - The specific enforcement action has been dismissed by the court.

RT Returned - The specific enforcement action has been returned without an
enforcement action being taken.  (For example, a case referred to DOJ was returned
to the referring agency for them to reconsider other enforcement options.)

RV Revoked - The specific enforcement action has been annulled, rescinded, repealed,
canceled or otherwise made void.

WD Withdrawn - The specific enforcement action has been officially withdrawn.

6.  Tracking of Cases Under Appeal
Another significant indicator relating to the status of a case involves situations where the
final order is under appeal.  When that occurs, final resolution of the case can be
significantly delayed while the appeal process progresses and is, therefore, a fact that would
be important to know and to track in RCRAInfo.  Since having a case under appeal isn’t a
true case disposition end-point, it would not be appropriate to track this activity through use
of the previously discussed Case Disposition Qualifier Codes. Instead, the Team believes
that an “Appeal” indicator box be created that, when activated, allows entry of two dates,
one to capture the date the appeal was initiated and another to indicate the date the appeal
was resolved.  The new indicator box and the new date fields will establish a permanent
record of the appeal in the data system. Use of the Appeal indicator box is mandatory for
all cases under appeal. 

7.   Tracking Other Enforcement Related  Process Events
The Team believes that only enforcement milestone events should be tracked in the
enforcement module of RCRAInfo. Activities and events that are part of the enforcement
process (i.e., meetings, phone calls, discussions, hearings, etc.) but are not an actual
enforcement type action should not be tracked in the data system.  The Team believes that
process activities are best managed independently on a case by case basis and believes that
RCRAInfo is not the optimum place to track this case management information.  Several
Team members expressed interest in having the ability to track such process events and
activities, suggesting that such actions could be tracked separately in the "000" Enforcement
Type code series.  Although the Team has made the decision not to track these
activities, the Team requested feedback from the implementers on this issue and
asked reviewers to provide comments on whether or not they feel there is any
value to tracking enforcement process activities and events in this module.
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Question Posed to National Reviewers: The Team requested feedback from
reviewers as to whether or not the ability to track enforcement process events
such as settlement conferences, hearings, and trials in the 000 series of
enforcement action type codes is a valid need for implementers. 

Historically, some implementers have used RCRAInfo to track a variety of
enforcement related activities (such as initiatives, information requests,
withdrawals, case closure, dismissals, appeals, hearings, trials, conferences, draft
documents, plan approvals, etc.).  The Team has reviewed those activities and
have made recommendations that allow capturing many of those items in
RCRAInfo through other mechanisms. 

Most of the remaining activities are related to the enforcement process and
include such items as hearings, trials, and settlement conferences, draft
enforcement actions, plan approvals, and case officer assignments.  The Team
believes that draft documents should not be tracked until they become an official
enforcement document (at which time they become the actual action being
issued); plan approvals should be tracked outside of RCRAInfo or through use
of the Comment field; and case officer assignments are already adequately
addressed in the data system.  Hearings, trials, and settlement conferences might
have some value to being tracked in RCRAInfo, but currently, there are so few
implementers tracking these activities in the data system that determining the
real need is difficult.

         **************************************************************************
                                                                                                                                                   
   
                                          Based on the consensus of National Review,                                       
                                    RCRAInfo will not track enforcement process events.                               
                                                                                                                                                   
   
         **************************************************************************

8.   Add New Codes for Additional Informal Action Types (100 series codes)
Informal actions currently included in the 100 series, are somewhat limited, especially when
considering the wide array of informal type actions being used by the implementers.  Even
though it was thought that many of the informal actions would still be able to fit under the
broad groupings of “Verbal Informal” or “Written Informal,” it was felt that there were
some additional categories which could be established in this series.  Accordingly, the
following new groups are being proposed for incorporation into the new coding
system: (1) Notice of Determination; and (2) Notice of Intent to Initiate
Enforcement Action.  Notices of Determination  will apply to written notices which
respond to a site’s self-disclosure, officially rendering the agency’s determination of the
applicability of the self-disclosure policy and the findings of it’s associated compliance
review.  Notices of Intent (NOI) are preliminary written notices advising a site of the
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agency’s intent to initiate an enforcement action, either formal or informal.  NOIs are often
used as a kind of show cause letter and may be used to initiate settlement negotiations prior
to issuance of a formal action or may be used simply as an advisory of a pending unilateral
action.  (See Table 19.2 for definitions of these newly proposed code types.)

8.   Clarification Between Formal (200 series) and Informal (100 series) Enforcement
Types
Review of the implementer-defined codes revealed that there was much inconsistency with
the classification of Notices of Violation (NOV), settlement agreements, or similar action
types.  In many cases, these actions were being tracked as 100 series “informal” actions.
However, it was noted that many of these actions actually had monetary penalties
associated with them and appeared to be similar to a 200 series “formal” action.  Generally,
“formal” actions are those actions that mandate compliance and initiate a civil or
administrative process which results in an enforceable agreement or order and assess a
penalty.  “Informal” actions are all other actions that are not “formal” actions and that serve
to provide notice to the violator.  This issue is more fully addressed in PPI # 17.  

Another issue relating to classification of NOVs involves NOVs that also contain stipulated
penalties.  Such NOVs do not, in and of themselves, assess a penalty for any existing
violation (i.e., no actual monies are collected), but do, in fact, establish the basis for
assessing penalties in the future should specifically identified violations occur.  Accordingly,
such NOVs with stipulated penalties are generally a 100 series informal action.  However,
any subsequent action which implements the stipulated penalties contained in the NOV
would be a formal action of the 200 and 300 series.

To provide clarification as to what constitutes an “informal” versus a “formal”
enforcement action and in agreement with the proposal from PPI # 17, the Team
recommends that definitions of each term be provided and that these definitions be
consistent with the RCRA Enforcement Response Policy (ERP).  (See attached
proposed definitions for Enforcement Type codes in Table 19.2.)

9.   Revise and clarify use of Enforcement Type Code Series 200 and 300
Review of existing data entries in the 200 and 300 series suggests some confusion as to the
appropriate categorization of these enforcement actions.  Current analysis of existing data
shows that there are numerous 200 series entries that should be in the 300 series and vice
versa.  Also, there are numerous 200 series actions recorded as an initial action for which a
300 series final action is never recorded.  While others in the 300 series are never preceded
by an initial action from the 200 series.  Although there are several unique situations where
only a single enforcement action is issued, the progressive relationship of an initial formal
action evolving to a final formal action is certainly compromised by the way the 200 and 300
series codes are currently used.

To address this lack of consistency and confusion, the Team considered clarifying the
progressive relationship of these two code series and placing restrictions on their use to
optimize the accuracy of the data.  However, because there were too many situational
anomalies in how formal actions are issued among the many implementers and because of



180November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

the problems associated with converting existing data, it was decided to consider other
alternatives.

The primary information to be tracked through these codes includes: type of action, initial
issue date, proposed penalty, final penalty, date of final agreement/settlement, and date the
penalty is paid.  The Team believes that all these things can be tracked by consolidating the
200 and 300 series into one code series and adding fields to show progression of the case
through to conclusion.

To accomplish that, the current Enforcement Date field would need to be expanded to
include two date fields, one for Initial Action Date and another for Final Action Date, to
help distinguish between the date an action is initiated and when a final order or consent
agreement is issued.  Penalties are currently addressed through a drop-down menu allowing
one to enter Proposed or Final Penalty amounts as well as information concerning SEP
costs.  

The Team recommends that the 200 and 300 series be combined into the single
series (Code 200) to represent all formal enforcement actions.  The Team further
recommends  that the current Enforcement Date field be modified to capture an
Initial Action Filing Date and a Final Action Date.  The Team further recommends
that there be a business rule to have the new Initial Action Filing Date replace the
current enforcement date and be used as the key to the enforcement record. If
there  is no Initial Action Filing Date at the time the Final Action Date is entered,
the  Initial Action Filing Date will automatically be populated with the Final Action
Date. 

10.  Add New 200 Series Code for Field Citations
Several implementers expressed interest in being able to track Field Citations as a distinct
type of formal enforcement action. Because these actions are typically an expedited
enforcement action often issued in the field directly to a site at the time of an inspection and
because the administrative processes involved with these actions are often very different
than other enforcement actions, tracking them separately in the data system is desirable.
The Team recommends that Field Citations be tracked as a new code 250.  The
following definition is proposed for the new code:

250-Field Citation - An expedited formal enforcement action assessing
penalties for violations observed.  These actions are often issued directly to a 
site in the field.

11. Clarify Use of Enforcement Type Code Series 400 and 500 
There was some interest in adding an additional code to reflect the “filing” of an action in
court as a way of tracking progress of civil referrals.  In reality, code series 400 and 500, as
they currently exist in RCRAInfo, are used collectively to do just that.  The 400 series
tracks the referral itself and the 500 series tracks the filing of the resultant civil action in
court.  Civil/Judicial Referral data (400 series) is considered “enforcement sensitive” and
may not be released to the public until the case has been filed in court (500 series).  To
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minimize confusion in using these two code series, the Team recommends that the titles
to these series be changed to reflect the terms “civil/judicial” instead of just one
or the other as it currently exists and that the series definitions be revised to
clarify their use.  (See Table 19.2 for the newly proposed definitions for enforcement
action types.)

12.   Simplify and Consolidate 500 and 600 Series Codes
Similar to the confusion and inconsistencies found with the use of the 200/300 series, review
of existing data entries in the 500 and 600 series suggests some confusion as to the
appropriate categorization of these enforcement actions.  Current analysis of existing data
shows that there are numerous 500 series entries that should be in the 600 series and vice
versa.  Also, there are numerous 500 series actions recorded as an initial action for which a
600 series final action is never recorded.  While others in the 600 series are never preceded
by an initial action from the 500 series. 

To address this lack of consistency and confusion, the Team considered clarifying the
progressive relationship of these two code series and placing restrictions on their use to
optimize the accuracy of the data.  However, the Team believes the real problem is a
function of the coding system itself, and not something easily fixed by providing clarification.
Accordingly, the Team believes that redesigning the coding system by consolidating the two
code series (500 and 600), similar to the proposal discussed in Section A.10. for the 200 and
300 series consolidation, provides a better resolution to the problem.

The Team believes that all data currently being tracked in the 500 series and 600 series can
be tracked by consolidating the two series into one code series and adding fields to show
progression of the case to conclusion.  To accomplish that, the current Enforcement Date
field would need to be expanded to include two date fields, one for Initial Action Filing Date
and another for Final Action Date, to help distinguish between the date a civil/judicial action
is initiated (or formally filed) and when there is a final order or final consent decree issued. 

Penalties are currently addressed through a drop-down menu allowing one to enter
Proposed or Final Penalty amounts as well as information concerning SEP costs.

The Team recommends that the 500 and 600 series be combined into the single
series (Code 500) to represent all civil/judicial enforcement actions.  The Team
further recommends that the current Enforcement Date field be modified to
capture an Initial Action Filing Date and a Final Action Date.  The Team further
recommends  that there be a business rule have the new Initial Action Filing Date
replace the current enforcement date and be used as the key to the enforcement
record. If there is no Initial Action Filing Date at the time the Final Action Date is
entered, the  Initial Action Filing Date will automatically be populated with the Final
Action Date. 

Also, the current coding system attempts to distinguish between actions for compliance
(510), actions for compliance with a previously filed action (530), and actions for monetary
penalty (550).  The Team believes this level of characterization is unnecessary and actually
promotes incomplete and inaccurate recording of the civil/judicial actions.  The Team
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believes that most civil/judicial actions contain both compliance and monetary penalty
components and that nothing is gained by tracking them separately.  Additionally,
civil/judicial actions often require determinations of the compliance status with a specific
court order or other judicial mandate.  If non-compliance is determined, a new civil/judicial
action typically ensues.  When a completely new case is initiated, it should run through the
tracking process as a new action, complete with tracking of violations, etc.  Therefore, since
the new action would be fully tracked as a new case in RCRAInfo, there is no reason nor
need to track it using the 550 code. The Team recommends that the current codes 510
(Civil Action for Compliance), 530 (Civil Action for Compliance With Previously
Issued Action), and 550 (Civil Action for Monetary Penalty) be consolidated into
one  single code 510 (Civil/Judicial Action for Compliance and/or Monetary
Penalty).  Codes for Civil/Judicial Action for Imminent Hazards and Civil/Judicial Action
for Interim Corrective Action should be retained.  (Please refer to Table 19.2 for the newly
proposed definitions for these enforcement action type codes.)  Existing code changes will
be converted automatically, where possible. 

13.    Revise the 700 Series Codes to Improve Tracking of Progress and Resolution of
Criminal Actions
Criminal actions are currently tracked in a very generic manner in RCRAInfo, using only
one code (710) to capture all related activity.  This creates problems with the handling and
determination of enforcement sensitive data as well as providing a very incomplete record
of the progress and resolution of criminal referral cases.  To correct these problems,
additional codes can be added to identify the dates when a criminal indictment is returned
and a conviction or acquittal is determined.  But this expanded set of codes may negate the
need to use narrative comments to track progress and resolution of these type actions.
Criminal referral data is generally treated as enforcement sensitive data, and can not be
released until a point which does not potentially jeopardize the case.  The new  criminal
action codes provide additional information which will permit public release of the criminal
referral information once an indictment has been returned.  To accomplish this expansion of
criminal action codes, the current 710 code will also need to be revised to reflect the original
criminal referral only, allowing the other related actions to be captured in the additional new
codes.  The Team recommends that the 700 series codes be revised to cover the
following activities: criminal referral; criminal indictment; criminal conviction; and
criminal acquittal and that the available data be classified as mandatory data.
(Please refer to Table 19.2 for the newly proposed definitions for these enforcement action
type codes.)

14.  Revise Administrative Referral Codes (800 Series)
Administrative referrals are an important mechanism for addressing problems at RCRA
regulated sites where the authorities under RCRA enforcement are inadequate or not
effective or where authority to regulate and enforce is more appropriately or accurately
covered under the regulatory jurisdiction of another State or federal agency, office, or
program.  Although some may argue that referrals are not true enforcement actions, they
are tracked in RCRAInfo as enforcement actions because they record a decision to pursue
enforcement action through the authorities of another agency, office, or program.  As such,
tracking these types of activities is important in being able to identify how an implementing
agency executed an appropriate enforcement response to violations discovered.  (Refer to
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the 1996 Hazardous Waste Civil Enforcement Response Policy (ERP) for additional
clarification of the role of referrals in enforcement.)

Although the traditional referrals between State RCRA programs and EPA’s RCRA
program offices account for the majority of administrative referrals, there are numerous
other scenarios which should be captured and tracked in the data system.  Traditionally, the
CERCLA program has also received a large number of referrals, generally from EPA’s
RCRA program.  However, there have been instances where a State has referred a case
directly to CERCLA and other situations where States have similar CERCLA type
programs which receive referrals from their own State RCRA program office.
Accordingly, it appears appropriate that the current code 830 should be modified to remove
reference to “federal only” RCRA and CERCLA programs.  

Additionally, other referral situations exist which should be captured by adding new codes
including: (1) referrals between EPA Regions and EPA Headquarters (although most often
dealing with Federal Facilities, there are also other situations where regular cases could be
referred to HQ for enforcement); (2) referrals between different internal RCRA programs
such as referrals from RCRA enforcement to RCRA Corrective Action, Underground
Storage Tank, or Municipal Solid Waste  programs; and (3) referrals to other regulatory
programs either internal to the environmental agency (such as a water or air regulatory
program) or external to other independent agencies (such as OSHA, DOT, HUD, or other
State agencies).  Additionally, in dealing with these new codes, there will be a need to
specify which regulatory program the referral is being submitted to.  

Rather than having a separate major code for each possibility, it is possible to use existing
Media Type codes, with some modification, to indicate which media  programs are involved.
This would be a required data link when referring to other RCRA programs and for
referrals to other regulatory programs.  The Team recommends that the following
changes be made to the 800 series codes: (1) modify existing code 830 to broaden
its applicability to all respective federal and State RCRA enforcement and
CERCLA type programs; (2) add a code for EPA Region to EPA HQ referrals; (3)
add a code for referrals to other RCRA related programs; (4) add a code for
referrals to other regulatory programs and (5) require linking the new codes for
RCRA related and other regulatory programs to Media Type codes for
clarification.  (See proposed definitions for these enforcement action type codes in Table
19.2.)

 
15.   Develop National Definitions for Enforcement Type Codes 
Because there does not appear to be any place in the RCRIS data element dictionary or in
RCRAInfo that provides a definition for each specific type of enforcement action and it
should be used, it is recommended that specific definitions of all enforcement codes
be developed.   (See Tables 19.1 and 19.2 for more detailed recommendations concerning
proposed definitions for Enforcement Type codes.)

B.  Nationally-Defined Values for Media Type:
To improve accuracy, establish national consistency and reduce discrepancies and
redundancies in the enforcement data of RCRAInfo, it is recommended that several
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modifications be made to the coding system for Media Type codes which are used in
conjunction with Enforcement Type codes.  (As a reference documenting these
recommended changes, please see Tables 19.3 and 19.4 at the end of this PPI and
Appendix IX - Listing 22.)

1.  Expand Media Type Codes for Use With Administrative Referrals  
Historically, Media Type codes have been used to distinguish between different regulatory
media programs involved in multi-media enforcement.  With the need to provide additional
clarification when tracking administrative referrals (Enforcement Type 800 series codes), it
was determined that the Media Type codes could be used for that purpose as well.  To
accomplish that, the  Team recommends that the current Media Type codes be
expanded to include  additional regulatory programs.   In addition to the currently listed
Media Types, the following new Media Type codes should be added:

EPA CERCLA
State CERCLA-Type Programs
RCRA Municipal Solid Waste
RCRA Corrective Action
TSCA (non-PCB)
Other Regulatory Programs (to capture unusual referrals or referrals to programs in
other agencies such as OSHA)

2.  Define Media Type Codes
To ensure clear understanding of what is meant by each of these media types,
national definitions should be provided for all Media Types. (See Table 19.4 for more
detailed recommendations concerning proposed definitions for Media Type codes.)

C.  Nationally-Defined Values for SEP Type:
To improve accuracy, establish national consistency and reduce discrepancies and
redundancies in the enforcement data of RCRAInfo, it is recommended that several
modifications be made to the coding system for SEP Type codes.  (As a reference
documenting these recommended changes, please see Tables 19.5 and 19.6 at the end of
this PPI and Appendices IX-23 and IX-24.)

1.  Consolidate SEP codes 
Review of the existing SEP Type codes resulted in the realization that several of the current
codes could be consolidated, thereby reducing the number of SEP Type codes.  It was felt
that several of the codes represented activities which were similar enough that there was no
real advantage for separating and distinguishing between them.  The Team recommends
that the following new SEP Type codes be created by consolidating existing SEP
Type codes:

EAA (Environmental Audits and Assessments) - new code created by combining:
ECA (Environmental Compliance Audits)
EMA (Environmental Management Systems Audits)
SAA (Site Assessment)



 HMA FINAL Report November 17, 2003185

EAP (Environmental Awareness Programs) - new code created by combining:
ECP (Environmental Compliance Promotion)
EPE (Environmental Public Awareness)

PPR (Pollution Prevention and Reduction) - new code created by combining:
PPA (Pollution Prevention Assessments)
PPE (Pollution Prevention)
PRE (Pollution Reduction)

The current SEP Types EPP (Emergency Planning and Preparedness), ERE
(Environmental Restoration), and PHE (Public Health) should be retained.  Establishment of
Emergency Management Systems would be considered as a Pollution Prevention activity
for purposes of this data tracking system and should be coded as a PPR.  Also,
implementers should continue being able to add implementer-defined values for SEP types
which do not readily fit into one of the nationally-defined codes.  Existing code changes
required as a result of this recommendation will be converted automatically, where possible.

2.  Define SEP Type Codes
To ensure  clear understanding of what is meant by each of these new SEP types as
well as the  other existing SEP types, national definitions should be provided for all
SEP Types .  (See Table 19.6 at the end of this PPI for more detailed recommendations
concerning proposed definitions for SEP Type codes.)

D.  Nationally-Defined Values for Penalty Type:
To improve accuracy, establish national consistency and reduce discrepancies and
redundancies in the enforcement data of RCRAInfo, it is recommended that some
clarifications be made to the business rules and definitions associated with Penalty Type
codes.  (As a reference documenting these recommended changes, please see Tables 19.7
and 19.8 at the end of this PPI and Appendix IX - Listing 25.) 

1.  Clarify how SEP penalty credits are calculated and recorded in RCRAInfo.
Generally, the Team believed that the existing codes for Penalty Type were adequate to
meet the programs’ information needs.  However, there was some concern raised over how
monetary data relating to SEPs should be calculated and captured in the data system.
Although it was felt that the current data set had adequate data points to document the total
cost of a SEP and how much of it gets applied toward the case penalty, the Team believes
that clarification should be provided to explain how SEP penalties and credits should be
calculated and entered into RCRAInfo.   

The Team recommends that the following clarification be provided:
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Calculating SEP Penalties.  Penalties associated with enforcement actions are
generally referenced as proposed or initial and then final.  However, when SEPs
are involved, the actual final penalty becomes a combination of a final monetary
penalty and a final SEP credit which actually represents only a portion of the
actual SEP cost to the site.  

For RCRAInfo purposes, the Final SEP Cost (FSC) is calculated as the complete
cost to the site of performing a SEP.  Of that total FSC, a portion is generally
applied as a credit against the total penalty.  That portion is recorded as the Final
SEP Credit (SCR).  The Final Monetary Penalty (FMP) is the actual cash penalty
paid and does not include any SEP credit.

2.  Clarify Penalty Type Code Definitions
Current definitions for Penalty Type codes show differences in how some codes are
defined, depending upon which enforcement action type series the penalty is associated
with.  This can be confusing.  It would be better if the definitions were consistent
throughout their application.  

For example, although the code remains constant, the current definition for Final Monetary
Penalty (FA) appears one way when code FA is used in association with enforcement
action type series 200, 500, 600, and 700, but the definition adds a focus on excluding SEP
credits when code FA is associated with a final formal action from the 300 series.  In
reality, the SEP exclusion is applicable  to all scenarios where a code FA should be used.  In
another case involving the use of Penalty Type codes for 600 series enforcement action
types, the codes for SEP Cost (FC) and SEP Credit (CR) are defined with an added “Final”
reference to their description, suggesting that FC and CR penalty types in the 600 series are
more “final” than when the same codes are used in the 300 series of enforcement action
types.

The Team recommends that the current definitions be revised to show one
consistent definition for each penalty type code value.  The following definition
revisions are proposed:  (See Table 19.8 for more detailed recommendations concerning
proposed definitions for Penalty Type codes.)

Additionally, several implementers have expressed concern that the existing two-letter
codes are confusing because they don’t correlate easily to the descriptions for those codes.
Accordingly, to provide further clarity, the Team recommends that the codes be changed
from the current two-letter format to a three-letter format as follows: SCR (SEP Credit);
FMP (Final Monetary Penalty); FSC (Final SEP Cost); and PMP (Proposed Monetary
Penalty).
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SEP Credit (SCR)-  The actual or estimated credit in dollars allowed by the
agency for the completed SEP and applied towards the total final settlement
amount. This is the dollar amount used as an offset to the actual penalty amount
and usually represents only a portion of the actual cost (FSC) of the SEP.

Final Monetary Penalty (FMP)-  The amount of the total penalty in dollars a  site
named in an  enforcement action must pay directly to the responsible agency (for
consent agreements with SEP, this is exclusive of SEP credits).

Final SEP Cost (FSC)-  The  amount referenced in an enforcement action, at the
issuance of the agreement, as the cost in dollars to the site of a supplemental
environmental project.  This amount is used as the basis to determine how much of
the total cost may be applied as a SEP credit (CR) to offset a portion of a penalty.

Proposed Monetary Penalty (PMP)-  The amount of the total penalty in dollars,
proposed in an initial enforcement action.

3.  Clarify Use of Penalty Type codes
Current definitions of Penalty Type code values indicate that not all penalty types are
appropriate for use with all enforcement action types.  Some of those references appear to
be inconsistent with the purpose and use of some enforcement action type series and may
cause confusion not only in the use of Penalty Type codes, but also in the proper
classification of enforcement actions.  Because of the historical inconsistencies and because
of the new code changes being proposed throughout this PPI, it is important to clarify when
certain penalty types may be associated with different types of enforcement actions. 

To provide needed clarification, the  Team recommends that the following business
rules be adopted:  

Guidance for Associating
Penalty Type Code Values with Enforcement Action Types

Enforcement
Action Type

Penalty 
Type
Code

Code
Description

Rationale

000 series None None These actions have no national description.  No penalties
should be associated with this type of enforcement action
series.

100 series
(informal
actions)

None None These actions are informal enforcement actions.  No
penalties should be associated with this type of
enforcement action series.
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200 series
( formal actions)

PMP

FMP

FSC

SCR

Proposed
Monetary
Penalties

Final
Monetary
Penalty

 
Final SEP

Cost

SEP Credit

These actions may involve penalties or no penalty at all. 
Since the 200 series will now be used to track formal
enforcement actions from initial filing through to issuance
of a final order or agreement and payment of  penalty, all
penalty code descriptors can be used.   

300 series NOT USED----The actions previously tracked in the 300
series are being consolidated into series 200.  Therefore,
no new entries should be made in the 300 series. 

400 series
(civil judicial

referrals)

PMP Proposed
Monetary
Penalties

These actions may or may not involve recommendations
for proposed penalties.  If a proposed penalty is being
included in the referral, it may be captured by using the
Proposed Monetary Penalty code (PA).  No other code
may be associated with 400 series actions.

500 series
(civil judicial

actions)

PMP

FMP

FSC

SCR

Proposed
Monetary
Penalties

Final
Monetary
Penalty

 
Final SEP

Cost

SEP Credit

These are the actions taken as a result of referrals made in
the 400 series.  Since the enforcement actions previously
tracked in series 500 and 600 are now being consolidated
into the 500 series, all penalty type codes may be used, as
appropriate.  

600 series NOT USED----The actions previously tracked in the 600
series are being consolidated into series 500.  Therefore,
no new entries should be made in the 600 series.  
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700 series
(criminal
actions)

FMP Final
Monetary
Penalty

These actions involve enforcement actions to address
criminal activity.  In criminal actions, program offices will
not be aware of any penalties until a fine has been handed
down after conviction of the violator.  At that point, the
penalty is considered “final.”  Accordingly, in cases
where fines are included in the sentencing by a judge, the
fine should be recorded as a Final Monetary Penalty (FA).

800 series
(administrative

referrals)

None None These actions are administrative referrals to other
regulatory program offices to address.  No penalties
should be associated with this type of enforcement action
series.

Analysis of current penalty data in RCRAInfo indicates that “final” penalty data is also
currently linked to enforcement actions in the 000 and 100 series.  Since this is contrary to
the business rules being proposed by the Team, it will be necessary for this data to be
corrected and associated with the proper enforcement action types. The HMA PAA
Team recommends that the Design Team allow a period of six months to
accomplish all necessary manual data conversions and updates by the
implementers before any automated national data conversion is done .

Dependencies
ERP revisions 
Adoption of PPIs # 6, 14, 17, 18, and 27

National Review Feedback
Although most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally
proposed, some concern was expressed regarding Enforcement Disposition Status Qualifier
“Permanent Abeyance”.  Therefore, the HMA PAA revised its original recommendation by
renaming the Enforcement Disposition Status Qualifier “Permanent Abeyance” to “Action
Satisfied”.   Based on feedback from National Review, enforcement process events will not be
tracked in RCRAInfo. These are the only change to the original recommendation.  This revised
recommendation was presented to the WIN/INFORMED Executive Steering Committee for
approval and  implementation scheduling.
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Enforcement Information
Attachments

Tables:
Table 19.1 Current Definitions - Enforcement Types
Table 19.2 Proposed Definitions - Enforcement Types
Table 19.3 Current Definitions - Media Types
Table 19.4 Proposed Definitions - Media Types
Table 19.5 Current Definitions - SEP Types
Table 19.6 Proposed Definitions - SEP Types
Table 19.7 Current Definitions - Penalty Type
Table 19.8 Proposed Definitions - Penalty Type
Table 19.9 Proposed Definitions - Enforcement Action Disposition Qualifier

Types
Table 19.10 Proposed Definitions - Appeal Indicator Check Box Values
Table 19.11 Proposed Definitions - Corrective Action Indicator Check Box
Values

Figures:
Figure 19.1 Visual Code Change Crosswalk - Enforcement Types
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Table 19.1.  Current Definitions - Enforcement Types

Existing Nationally-Defined Values
Enforcement Type Codes

Code Description Definition

100 Informal Actions [Undefined]

110 Verbal Informal [Undefined]

120 Written Informal [Undefined]

190 Combination- Informal [Undefined]

200 Initial Formal Actions [Undefined]

210 Initial 3008(A) Compliance Order [Undefined]

220 Initial Imminent Hazard Order [Undefined]

230 Initial Monitoring, Analysis, Test Order [Undefined]

240 Initial 3008(H) I.S. CA Order (non-HSWA) [Undefined]

250 Initial Notice of Non-Compliance, Federal Facility [Undefined]

290 Combination- Initial Order [Undefined]

300 Final Formal Actions [Undefined]

310 Final 3008(A) Compliance Order [Undefined]

320 Final Imminent Hazard Order [Undefined]

330 Final Monitoring, Analysis, Test Order [Undefined]

340 Final 3008(H) I.S. CA Order (non-HSWA) [Undefined]

350 Federal Facility Compliance Agreement [Undefined]

360 Final CERCLA 106 Order [Undefined]

370 Final CERCLA 104 Order [Undefined]

390 Combination- Final Order [Undefined]

400 Judicial Referrals [Undefined]

410 Referral to Attorney General [Undefined]

420 Referral to DOJ [Undefined]

430 Referral to District Attorney / City Attorney [Undefined]

490 Combination- Judicial Order [Undefined]

500 Civil Actions [Undefined]

510 Civil Action for Compliance [Undefined]

520 Civil Action For Imminent Hazards [Undefined]
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530 Civil Action For Compliance With Previously Issued
Action

[Undefined]

540 Civil Action For Interim Corrective Action [Undefined]

550 Civil Action For Monetary Penalties [Undefined]

590 Combination- Civil Action [Undefined]

600 Final Judicial Actions [Undefined]

610 Consent Decrees [Undefined]

620 Judicial Orders [Undefined]

700 Criminal Actions [Undefined]

710 Criminal Actions [Undefined]

800 Administrative Referrals [Undefined]

810 State to EPA Administrative Referral [Undefined]

820 EPA to State Administrative Referral [Undefined]

830 EPA RCRA to EPA CERCLA Administrative Referral [Undefined]

850 Federal Facility Referral to EPA HQ [Undefined]

890 Combination- Administrative Referral [Undefined]
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Table 19.2.  Proposed Definitions - Enforcement Types

Recommended Nationally-Defined Values
Enforcement Type Codes

Code Description Definition

100 Informal Actions Written and non-written actions that are communications from EPA or a State
agency that notify a hazardous waste site there is a problem and violations
exist.  Informal actions neither propose nor assess penalties.

110 Verbal Informal Oral notification by an agency representative informing a RCRA hazardous
waste site that they violated applicable laws or requirements.  No further action
is taken if the site achieves compliance in a timely manner.

120 Written Informal A written notification by an agency representative informing and notifying a
RCRA hazardous waste site that they violated applicable laws or requirements,
advising the site of what to correct and by what date the correction should take
place.

130 Notice of Determination A written notification by an agency representative to a RCRA site in response
to the specific  site’s self-disclosure of specific RCRA violations or
requirements.

140 Letter of Intent to Initiate
Enforcement Action

A written notification by an agency representative notifying a RCRA hazardous
waste site of further follow-up enforcement action by the responsible agency.
In some instances, these actions may be considered Notices of Intent or Show
Cause letters.

200 Formal Actions Enforcement actions issued by the implementing agency asserting the agency’s
position that violations have occurred and that require hazardous waste sites to
correct violations within a specified period and may propose penalties. 

210 3008(A) Compliance Enforcement action issued by the implementing agency asserting the agency’s
position that violations have occurred.  The respondent/defendant is afforded
the opportunity to appeal the agency’s determination of violations to a trier of
fact.  These orders often impose penalties or proposed penalties.

220 Imminent 
Hazard Order

Enforcement action issued by the implementing agency addressing situations
where violations present a real or potential imminent risk to public health or
the environment.

230 Monitoring, Analysis, Test
Order

Enforcement action issued by the implementing agency addressing violative
situations which require additional monitoring, testing and/or analysis. 

240 3008(h) I.S. CA Order Enforcement action issued by the implementing agency addressing corrective
action remediation needs.

250 Field Citation An expedited formal enforcement action addressing violations observed.  These
actions are often issued directly to a site in the field and assess penalties.  In
some instances, these actions may be considered “tickets.”

400 Civil/Judicial Referrals A formal written request to another agency or unit of government to proceed
with judicial enforcement (e.g., civil/judicial action).  Actions recorded in the
400 series are generally followed by filing of formal actions recorded in the 500
series.
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410 Referral to Attorney
General

A formal written request to Attorney General to proceed with judicial
enforcement.

420 Referral to 
Department of Justice

A formal written request to the Department of Justice to proceed with judicial
enforcement.

430 Referral to 
District Attorney/
City Attorney/
County Attorney/
State Attorney 

A formal written request to a District Attorney, City Attorney, County
Attorney, or State Attorney to proceed with judicial enforcement (all judicial
referrals levels lower than DOJ and AG levels).

500 Civil/Judicial Actions Formal legal actions taken (formally filed) because of a violation(s) that are
not criminal actions that can require the payment of penalties. Actions
recorded in the 500 series are generally initiated as a result of a referral as
recorded in the 400 series.

510 Civil/Judicial Action for
Compliance and/or
Monetary Penalty

Formal legal actions taken (formally filed) because of a violation(s) that are
not criminal actions that require compliance and/or assessment of monetary
penalties.

520 Civil/Judicial Action for 
Imminent Hazards

Formal legal action filed in court to address situations where violations present
a real or potential imminent risk to public health or the environment.

530 Civil/Judicial Action for
Interim Corrective Action 

Formal legal action filed in court to address situations where violations require
corrective action remediation response.

700 Criminal Actions Formal legal actions taken for knowing violations and knowing endangerments
or for placing another person in imminent danger or death or serious bodily
injury.

710 Referral to Criminal A formal request to another agency or unit of government to proceed with
criminal enforcement.

720 Criminal Indictment A written notification advising a hazardous waste site they have been charged
with a criminal offense.

730 Criminal Conviction A court ruling which finds a hazardous waste site guilty of a criminal offense.

740 Criminal Acquittal A court ruling which finds a hazardous waste site not guilty and has been set free
from the charge of an offense by verdict, sentence, or other legal process.

800 Administrative Referrals A formal written request to another agency or unit of government to proceed
with enforcement or to proceed with compliance investigation.

810 State to EPA
Administrative Referral

A formal written request to EPA from a State to proceed with enforcement.

820 EPA to State
Administrative Referral

A formal written request to a State from EPA to proceed with enforcement.

830 RCRA to CERCLA
Administrative Referral

A formal written request from a State or EPA RCRA program to a State or
EPA CERCLA program.

840 EPA Regions to EPA HQ
Administrative Referral

A formal written request from an EPA Region(s) to EPA Headquarters (HQ)
that includes Federal Facilities and/or other cases to be handled at the HQ level.

850 Administrative Referrals to
Other RCRA Programs

A formal written request from a RCRA regulatory program that is referred to
another RCRA regulatory program, including UST, Corrective Action, and
Municipal Solid Waste.
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860 Administrative Referrals to
Other Programs

A formal written request from a RCRA regulatory program that is referred to
other regulatory programs such as, Air, Water, OSHA, etc.

Note - Implementer-defined values will be allowed as subsets of these codes.
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Table 19.3.  Current Definitions - Media Types

Existing  Nationally-Defined Values
Media Type Codes

Code Description Definition

AIR Air [Undefined]

EPC EPCRA [Undefined]

FIF FIFRA [Undefined]

PCB TSCA PCB [Undefined]

SPC SPCC [Undefined]

UIC UIC [Undefined]

UST UST [Undefined]

WAT Water [Undefined]

WET Wetlands [Undefined]
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Table 19.4.  Proposed Definitions - Media Types

Recommended Nationally-Defined Values
Media Type Codes

Code Description Definition

AIR Air Clean Air Act and other air programs

CRE EPA CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
program (EPA)

CRS State CERCLA-Type
Programs

State programs similar in type to the federal CERCLA program.

EPC EPCRA Emergency Planning and Community Right To Know Act program

FIF FIFRA Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act program

MSW RCRA Municipal Solid Waste RCRA Municipal Solid Waste program (Federal or State type program)

ORP Other Regulatory Programs Other regulatory programs (including OSHA and other miscellaneous
programs)

PCB TSCA PCB Toxic Substances Control Act (PCB) program

RCA RCRA Corrective Action RCRA Corrective Action program

SPC SPCC Spill Prevention and Control and Countermeasures program

TSC TSCA (non-PCB) Toxic Substances Control Act (non-PCB) program

UIC UIC Underground Injection Control program

UST UST Underground Storage Tanks program

WAT Water Clean Water Act, Safe Drinking Water Act and other water programs

WET Wetlands Wetlands programs

Note - no implementer-defined values will be allowed for Media Type.
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Table 19.5.  Current Definitions - SEP Types
Existing  Nationally-Defined Values

Supplemental Environmental Project (SEP) Type Codes

Code Description Definition

ECA Environmental Compliance
Audits 

These audits are an independent evaluation of a defendant/respondent’s
compliance status with environmental requirements.

ECP Environmental Compliance
Promotion

A project that involves the dissemination of information, or the providing
of training or technical support, to a regulated party or to some or all
members of the defendant/respondent’s economic sector to: 1) achieve and
maintain compliance with regulatory requirements; 2) determine what are
its regulatory requirements and thereby avoid committing a violation; or 3)
go beyond compliance by reducing the generation, release, or disposal of
pollutants beyond legal requirements.

EMA Environmental Management
Systems Audits

These audits are an independent evaluation of a party’s environmental
policies, practices, and controls.

EPE Environmental Public
Awareness

Projects that are publications, broadcasts, or seminars that underscore for
the regulated community the importance of complying with environmental
laws or disseminate technical information about the means of complying
with environmental laws.  (No longer a valid code for new SEPs.  See Note
under Comments.)

EPP Emergency Planning and
Preparedness

An emergency planning and preparedness project is one where a
defendant/respondent provides assistance, such as computers and software,
telephone/radio communications systems, chemical emission detection and
inactivation equipment, HAZMAT equipment, or training for first
responders to chemical emergencies, to a responsible State or local planning
entity.

ERE Environmental Restoration A project that goes beyond repairing the damage caused by the violations to
enhance the condition of the environment adversely affected.

PHE Public Health A project that provides diagnostic, preventive, and/or remedial components
of human health care that is related to the actual or potential damage to
human health caused by the violation.

PPA Pollution Prevention
Assessments

Are systematic, internal reviews of specific processes and operations
designed to identify and provide information about opportunities to reduce
the use, production, and generation of toxic and hazardous materials and
other wastes.

PPE Pollution Prevention A project that reduces the generation of pollution through ‘source
reduction’, i.e., any practice that reduces the amount of any hazardous
substance, pollutant, or contaminant entering any waste stream or
otherwise being released into the environment prior to recycling,
treatment, or disposal.  If the pollutant or waste stream has been generated,
pollution prevention is no longer possible and the waste must be handled by
appropriate recycling, treatment, or disposal methods.  Pollution
prevention can be accomplished by: 1) Equipment/technology
modifications; 2) Process or procedure modifications; 3) Product
reformulation/redesign; 4) Raw materials substitution; 5) Improved
housekeeping/O&M/training/inventory control; 6) In-process recycling; 7)
Energy efficiency/ conservation; 8) Other.
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PRE Pollution Reduction A project that results in a decrease in the amount or toxicity of any
hazardous substance, pollutant, or contaminant entering any waste stream
or otherwise being released into the environment by a means that does not
qualify as ‘pollution prevention’.

SAA Site Assessments These assessments are investigations of the conditions of the environment
at a site, or of the environment impacted by a site, and/or investigation of
threats to human health or the environment relating to a site.
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Table 19.6.  Proposed Definitions - SEP Types

Recommended Nationally-Defined Values
Supplemental Environmental Project (SEP) Type Codes

Code Description Definition

EAA Environmental Audits and
Assessment

SEP types that involve auditing and assessment activities.

EAP Environmental Awareness
Programs

SEP types that involve education and outreach activities, to both regulated
and non-regulated communities.

EPP Emergency Planning and
Preparedness

SEP types involving emergency planning, preparedness, and related
emergency management activities.

ERE Environmental Restoration SEP types involving environmental restoration and revitalization activities.

PHE Public Health SEP types involving activities impacting on public health.

PPR Pollution Prevention and
Reduction

SEP types involving pollution prevention and/or pollution reduction
activities.

Note - Implementer-defined values will also be allowed for SEP Type.
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Table 19.7.  Current Definitions - Penalty Types

Existing Nationally-Defined Values
Penalty Type Codes

Code Description Definition

For 000 Series Enforcement Action Types:

No penalties should be associated with this type of enforcement action series

For 100 Series Enforcement Action Types:

No penalties should be associated with this type of enforcement action series

For 200 Series Enforcement Action Types:

PA Proposed Monetary
Penalty

The amount of the total penalty in dollars, proposed in an initial enforcement
action.

FA Final Monetary Penalty The amount of the total penalty in dollars a handler named in an enforcement
action must pay directly to the responsible agency.

For 300 Series Enforcement Action Types:

FA Final Monetary Penalty The amount of the total penalty in dollars a handler named in an  enforcement
action must pay directly to the responsible agency (for consent agreements with
SEP, this is exclusive of SEP credits).

FC SEP Cost The actual or estimated amount cited in an enforcement action, at the issuance of
the agreement, as the cost in dollars to the handler of a supplement
environmental project.

Note- Once actual final SEP amount is known this field should be modified to
reflect the actual amount.

CR SEP Credit The actual or estimated credit in dollars allowed by the agency for the completed
SEP and applied towards the total final settlement amount.

Note- Once actual final SEP amount is known this field should be modified to
reflect the actual amount.

For 400 Series Enforcement Action Types:

PA Proposed Monetary
Penalty

The amount of the total penalty in dollars credits, proposed in an initial
enforcement action.

For 500 Series Enforcement Action Types:

FA Final Monetary Penalty The amount of the total penalty in dollars a handler named in an enforcement
action must pay directly to the responsible agency.
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For 600 Series Enforcement Action Types:

FA Final Monetary Penalty The amount of the total penalty in dollars a handler named in an  enforcement
action must pay directly to the responsible agency (for consent agreements with
SEP, this is exclusive of SEP credits).

FC Final SEP Cost The actual or estimated amount cited in an enforcement action, at the issuance of
the agreement, as the cost in dollars to the handler of a supplement
environmental project.

Note- Once actual final SEP amount is known this field should be modified to
reflect the actual amount.

CR Final SEP Credit The actual or estimated credit in dollars allowed by the agency for the completed
SEP and applied towards the total final settlement amount.

Note- Once actual final SEP amount is known this field should be modified to
reflect the actual amount.

For 700 Series Enforcement Action Types:

FA Final Monetary Penalty The amount of the total penalty in dollars a handler named in an enforcement
action must pay directly to the responsible agency.

For 800 Series Enforcement Action Types:

No penalties should be associated with this type of enforcement action series

Total Final Settlement

Total Final Settlement is another type of penalty amount which is not included as a value under Type of
Penalty Amount Indicator.  The Total Final Settlement must be calculated by summing the amount of the
Final Monetary and the amount of the SEP Credit.  For example, a final settlement could have a total
settlement amount of $100,000.  The settlement might require the handler to send the responsible agency a
check for $80,000 and engage in one or more supplemental environmental projects for which the agency
would allow $20,000 in credit.

  To calculate Total Final Settlement: Sum the Penalty Amount field for penalty types “FA” and “CR”.
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Table 19.8.  Proposed Definitions - Penalty Types

Recommended Nationally-Defined Values
Penalty Type Codes

Code Description Definition

SCR SEP Credit The actual or estimated credit in dollars allowed by the agency for the completed
SEP and applied towards the total final settlement amount.  This is the dollar
amount used as an offset to the actual penalty amount and usually represents only
a portion of the actual cost (FSC) of the SEP.

FMP Final Monetary Penalty The amount of the total penalty in dollars a site named in an  enforcement action
must pay directly to the responsible agency (for consent agreements with SEP,
this is exclusive of SEP credits).

FSC Final SEP Cost The amount referenced in an enforcement action, at the issuance of the
agreement, as the cost in dollars to the site of a supplemental environmental
project.  This amount is used as the basis to determine how much of the cost may
be applied as a SEP Credit (SCR) to offset a portion of a penalty.

PMP Proposed Monetary
Penalty

The amount of the total penalty in dollars proposed in an initial enforcement
action.

----- Total Final Settlement Total Final Settlement is another type of penalty amount which is not included as
a value under Type of Penalty Amount Indicator.  The Total Final Settlement
must be calculated by summing the amount of the Final Monetary Penalty and the
amount of the SEP Credit.  For example, a final settlement could have a total
settlement amount of $100,000.  The settlement might require the site to send
the responsible agency a check for $80,000 and engage in one or more
supplemental environmental projects for which the agency would allow $20,000
in credit.  To calculate Total Final Settlement: Sum the Penalty Amount field for
penalty types “FMP” and “SCR”.

Note - No implementer-defined values will be allowed for Penalty Type.
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Table 19.9.  Proposed Definitions - Enforcement Action Disposition Qualifier Types

Recommended Nationally-Defined Values
Enforcement Action Disposition Qualifier Types

Code Description Definition

DR Dropped The specific enforcement action has been rejected, terminated, or removed from
further consideration.

DS Dismissed The specific enforcement action has been dismissed by the court.

AS Action Satisfied  
(Case Closed)

The specific enforcement action is officially closed and has no outstanding
settlement payment or other terms or conditions remaining to be satisfied.

RT Returned The specific enforcement action has been returned from the agency the case had
been referred to  without an enforcement action being taken.  (For example, a
case referred to DOJ was returned because DOJ declined to pursue the case and, as
a result, the referral was returned to the referring agency for them to reconsider
other enforcement options.)

RV Revoked The specific enforcement action has been annulled, rescinded, repealed, canceled
or otherwise made void.

WD Withdrawn The specific enforcement action has been officially withdrawn.

Note - No implementer-defined values will be allowed for Enforcement Action Disposition
Qualifier Type.
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Table 19.10.  Proposed Definitions - Indicator Check Box Values

Recommended Nationally-Defined Values
Appeal Indicator Check Box Values

Description Definition

Appeal The final order associated with the specific enforcement action has been appealed. 

Note - No implementer-defined values will be allowed for Appeals Indicator Check Box Values.
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Table 19.11.  Proposed Definitions - Corrective Action Indicator Check Box Values

Recommended Nationally-Defined Values
Corrective Action Indicator Check Box Values

Description Definition

CA This enforcement action contains Corrective Action requirements. 

Note - No implementer-defined values will be allowed for Corrective Action Indicator Check Box
Values.
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Figure 19-1.  Visual Code Change Crosswalk - Enforcement Types

Crosswalk Between Existing and Proposed Enforcement Types

Old Enforcement Type                 New Proposed Enforcement Type

                 OR

                 OR

100- Informal Actions
(new definition)

120-Written Informal
(new definition)

130 - Notice of Determination
(new code and new definition)

140  - Letter Of Intent to Initiate Enforcement Action
(new code and new definition)

(code deleted)

200- Formal Actions
(new definition)

210- 3008(A) Compliance Order
(new definition)

220- Imminent Hazard Order
(new definition)

230 - Monitoring, Analysis, Test Order
(new code and definition)

240 - 3008(H) I.S. CA Orders (Non-HSWA)
(new definition)

(code deleted)

250  - Field Citation
(new code and definition)

110-Verbal Informal
(new definition)

100

110

120

[None]

[None]

190

200

210

220

230

240

250
290

[None]
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Old Enforcement Type                                                                                                 New Proposed Enforcement Type

           OR

           

    

                                  
                          OR
                           OR
                            OR

200- Formal Actions
(new definition)

220 - Imminent Hazard Order
(new definition)

230 - Monitoring, Analysis, Test Order 
(new definition)

240 - 3008(A) I.S. CA Orders (non-HWSWA)
(new definition)

(code deleted)

(code deleted)

400- Civil/Judicial Referrals
(revised title and new definition)

410- Referral to Attorney General
(new definition)

420- Referral to Department of Justice
(new definition)

430- Referral to District Attorney/City Attorney/
County Attorney/State Attorney
(revised title and new definition)

210 - 3008(A) Compliance Order
(new definition)

(code deleted)

300

310

320

330

340

350    390

360    370

400

410

420

430

490
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530 - Civil/Judicial Action for Interim Corrective Action
(revised title, new code number & new definition)

Old Enforcement Type New Proposed Enforcement Type

    
             OR

                 OR
                     OR

              OR
              OR

500- Civil/Judicial Actions
(revised title and new definition)

520- Civil/Judicial Action for Imminent Hazards
(revised title and new definition)

530 - Civil/Judicial Action for Interim Corrective Action
(revised title, new code number & new definition)

(code deleted)

500- Civil/Judicial Actions
(revised title and new definition)

510- Civil/Judicial Action for Compliance and/or
 Monetary Penalty  (revised title and new definition)

520- Civil/Judicial Action for Imminent Hazards
(revised title and new definition)

510 - Civil/Judicial Action for Compliance and/or Monetary
Penalty

(revised title and new definition)

500

510

520

530

540

550

590

600

610

620
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Old Enforcement Type New Proposed Enforcement Type

      

            

            

 
            
            

700- Criminal Actions
(new definition)

710- Referral to Criminal
(revised title and new definition)

720- Criminal Indictment
(new code and new definition)

730- Criminal Conviction
(new code and new definition)

740- Criminal Acquittal
(new code and new definition)

700  

710  

[None]

[None]  

[None]  
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Old Enforcement Type New Proposed Enforcement Type

 or
  or

                            or

                              or
        or      
    
    or

810- State to EPA
(revised title and new definition)

820- EPA to State
(revised title and new definition)

830- RCRA to CERCLA Administrative Referral
(revised title and new definition)

840- EPA Regions to EPA HQ Administrative Referral
(new code and new definition)

(code deleted)

850- Administrative Referrals to Other RCRA Programs
(new code and new definition)

860- Administrative Referrals to Other Programs
(new code and new definition)

800 - Administrative Referrals
(new definition)800

810

820

830

[None]

850

[None]

[None]

(code deleted) 890
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PPI # 20   When Do We Know A Supplemental Environmental 
Project  (SEP) Is Complete?

Program Need
The current data system does not accurately reflect when a SEP has
actually been completed, what the SEP scheduled completion date is,
and whether or not the SEP has been defaulted. 

Problem Analysis
The SEP milestone completion dates reflect the intermediate steps that are mandated to bring the
SEP to completion. Without specific clarity, it is not clear whether ‘actual’ means the actual SEP
completion date and whether ‘scheduled’ means the scheduled SEP completion date.

Also, the current system does not allow for the tracking of those situations when the SEP task/credit
has not been performed and the site, therefore, has ‘defaulted’ on the fulfillment of the SEP.  This is
an important item for tracking purposes since it indicates whether or not all items required by the
enforcement action have been adequately addressed.

Recommendation
Modify Scheduled Date, Actual Date, and add a SEP Defaulted Date:

The Team recommends that Scheduled Date  be changed to Scheduled Completion Date
and that Actual Date be changed to Actual Completion Date for clarity.  If a SEP has
several different milestone completion dates that are task specific, the only completion date
entered into RCRAInfo should continue to be that specific date when the entire SEP is
completed, the Actual Completion Date.  Implementers can track other dates in SEP Notes,
as multiple SEPs, or in other tracking mechanisms.  All implementers, not just States, have
some need to track intermediate steps.

It is also recommended to add a new field called SEP Defaulted Date .  This is defined as
the date the agency determined the site is not going to do the SEP or the date the site notified
the agency it was not able to perform the SEP.  The Team recommends the following
business rule: a SEP will not be allowed to have both an Actual Completion Date and a SEP
Defaulted Date. The system would not allow this as it is an either/or condition (either
completed or defaulted).

Note to Implementers:
It is important for implementers to review how the “Final SEP Credit” amount is
used in the calculation of the “Total Final Settlement” amount.  Therefore readers
are encouraged to review the discussion pertaining to “Final SEP Credit” contained
in PPI # 19 Inconsistent Data Entry and Codification of Enforcement Actions.

We will continue to allow implementers to track multiple  types of SEPs which may be part of
a single settlement agreement.
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Pros:
More specificity concerning SEP data entry and a better representation of the entire
enforcement history.  This option will provide consistent national enforcement coding.

Cons:
This option will require changes to the national data system.

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solutions were considered:

1) Provide functionality for the data entry of SEP milestone events:
Some implementers have expressed a concern that the current data entry items are not
sufficient for tracking SEP milestone completion dates that are components of the total SEP.
For example, a penalty payment may include one SEP that contains several different
components, i.e., construction of more efficient process device/vessel, conducting a P2 site
audit, purchase of HazMat equipment for the local town, etc., with a different required
completion date for each particular component.  To track and assure each one of the SEP
components are completed on time, the data system should include data entry items for each
of these.  This implementation could also include a closure qualifier and date.  

The Team did not select this option as they believed that the need to track the individual
components of a SEP was not necessary as a National system component for the following
reasons:

1. Providing the additional level of detail was not useful in terms of
communicating information between organizations.  Any other organization
that had interest in the SEP would most likely be interested in whether or not
the SEP was completed in its entirety or whether it defaulted back to full
penalties;  

2. Any need to track individual milestones is organization specific and should be
tracked separately; and

3. Furthermore, the information would most likely be available in the paper
copies of the data.

Pros:
Provides the ability to better track and assure all components of SEPs are completed.

Cons:
This option would increase the amount of data entry required and potentially cause confusion
about actual SEP completion date. This data is not seen as providing information which
should be shared in a national system.   Because there is so much variability in the
requirements in different types of SEPs, it would be difficult to design a system that would be
adequate.   Through the use of the case disposition code ‘PA’ (case closed), which specifies
that all conditions and terms including SEPs, have been addressed you would know all SEPs
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were completed (see PPI # 19, Inconsistent Data Entry and Codification of Enforcement
Actions).

2) Track SEP data as part of penalty data:
This option would require removal of the existing SEP data entry functionality.  SEP
information would be entered as part of the penalty module and specifics would be recorded
as part of the Notes/Comments section. This option would permit the tracking of SEP within
the context of the penalty, which might make data analysis easier.  

The Team did not select this option because they felt that the program was better served by
the information collected through the Recommended Option.  Also, the option to track SEPs
as part of Penalties was implemented in previous versions of RCRA information systems
(e.g.: HWDMS) but since the release of RCRIS and RCRAInfo, SEPs have been more
effectively tracked separately.

Pros:
Less data entry workload. SEPs would be tracked alongside penalty payment information
and it would be easier to make comparisons.

Cons:
Less specific and detailed SEP information. Harder to evaluate SEP completion.

Dependencies
Dependent on PPI # 19 for a discussion of Total Final Settlement.

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Data Quality Improvement:
This PPI will provide more specificity with SEP data entry and a better representation of the
entire enforcement history.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
None.

Structure Changes:
In the SEP record change: schedule_date  to: schedule_completion_date. Also change:
actual_date  to: actual_completion_date.  Add one new data field to the SEP record:
default_date. This field will allow for multiple entries per site and multiple entries per
enforcement action.  This is a repeating field that will maintain history. The use of this field
and all SEP data will continue to be mandatory and nationally required.  There is no
requirement to enter historical data for this field.  It will be used for open SEPs which
default. But any implementer wishing to enter the default date for other SEPs, can at their
discretion.
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Translator Load Changes:
The translator load program will need to be modified to accept this new SEP default_date
from implementers.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
The SEP list screen and the SEP add and update screens will need to be modified.

Reports:
All reports displaying SEP data will need to be changed to reflect the new field names:
schedule_completion_date and actual_completion_date and to display the new field:
default_date.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
12

Can live with
9

Agree
5

Can live with
0 26

Absolutely cannot
live with 3 1

4

Most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally proposed.
Therefore, the HMA PAA presented its original recommendation to the WIN/INFORMED
Executive Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 21   Tracking Multi-Site Consent Agreements/Final 
Orders (CA/FOs) in RCRAInfo

Program Need
The Team recognizes that there is a problem with the consistent entry of enforcement actions
involving multiple sites (which are owned or operated by the same person) in various locations (i.e.:
multiple sites in one State/one Region, or multiple States/ multiple Regions, multiple sites in multiple
States).  These orders are often settled in one Consent Agreement/Final Order (CA/FO), which may
or may not have more than one docket number.

Problem Analysis
Currently, when a Region, for example, has multiple sites and maybe more than one docketed case
that are settled in one CA/FO, the Region has been trying to put clarifying information in the
comment field. Other multi-site CA/FOs currently indicate next to the name of the Respondent that
settlement involved more than one site for clarification.  When a CA/FO involves more than one
Region, there is no easy way to tie together the sites or the enforcement actions to indicate that they
were actually the same case. Since the RCRA enforcement program anticipates moving in the
direction of issuing more multi-site CA/FOs, it is necessary to have a consistent national approach.
National guidance on the data entry of mulit-site CA/FOs would provide a consistent manner to list
such cases.  

Recommendation
The Team recommends that a new table be created to list multi-site CA/FOs. This table will enable
implementers to join the CA/FO table to HBASIC, to obtain name and address data for each site and
to the existing enforcement table to obtain enforcement action data for each specific site.  

The CA/FO table should contain the following fields:
1. CA/FO case sequence number (assigned sequentially by the computer),
2. Respondent name,
3. EPA ID number,
4. Activity location,
5. Docket number,
6. Enforcement type, and
7. Enforcement issue date.

There will be multiple sites (EPA IDs) per CA/FO sequence number and potentially multiple Docket
numbers per EPA ID, along with multiple enforcement types and enforcement issue dates per
Docket number. The multi-site CA/FO table must maintain history. 

The lead Region or lead State will enter the first site in the CA/FO table and obtain the CA/FO
sequence number.  It will be the responsibility of the lead Region to ensure that all other Regions
involved in the CA/FO use that sequence number.
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Pros:
This option will reduce the data entry workload for the Regions and States while improving
data quality.  It will also ensure that complete information will be available from RCRAInfo
regarding multi-site enforcement actions, regardless of how many Regions, States or sites
are part of the CA/FO. This information will then be available to all implementers and
ultimately, the public.

Cons:
Will require structure and data entry changes. 

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solution was considered:

1) Status Quo:
Continue to have no way of indicating that one enforcement action addresses multiple sites
across multiple Regions/States with potentially multiple Docket numbers.

Pros:
Would not require structure or data entry changes.

Cons:
Regions and States will continue to not track multi-site CA/FOs.  The Regions and States
may not have a complete “picture” of all activities going on at a site.

Dependencies
None

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction:
This PPI will reduce the burden of manually tracking multiple sites across multiple States
and/or Regions that are involved in these CA/FOs.

Data Quality Improvement:
This PPI will improve data quality by reducing potential errors involved in manual tracking.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
The lead Region or State will enter the first site in the CA/FO table and obtain the CA/FO
sequence number.  It will be the responsibility of the lead Region or State to ensure that all
other Regions/States involved in the CA/FO use that sequence number.

Use of these data fields are mandatory for all CA/FOs involving multiple sites (EPA IDs).
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Structure Changes:
A new table will be created to store the following seven CA/FO data fields: CA/FO case
sequence number (assigned sequentially by the computer), Respondent name, EPA ID
number, Activity location, Docket number, Enforcement type, and Enforcement issue date.
Use of these data fields are mandatory for all CA/FOs involving multiple sites (EPA IDs).

There will be multiple  sites (EPA IDs) per CA/FO sequence number and potentially multiple
Docket numbers per EPA ID, along with multiple enforcement types and enforcement issue
dates per Docket number. The multi-site CA/FO table must maintain history.  

The new CA/FO table must be able to be joined directly to both HBASIC and
CENFORCEMENT tables.

Translator Load Changes:
The translator load program must be modified to accept the seven new CA/FO data fields
(CA/FO case sequence number (assigned sequentially by the computer), Respondent name,
EPA ID number, Activity location, Docket number, Enforcement type, and Enforcement
issue date) from implementers.    

Data Entry Screen Changes:
Data entry screens will need to be created to provide add, update, delete, and list capabilities
for this new multi-site CA/FO data.

Reports:
There will be a report provided in RCRAInfo that will help implementers to: QA/QC their
multi-site CA/FO data. See Reports Section of this report for a description of the proposed
report.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
10

Can live with
15

Agree
6

Can live with
1 32

Absolutely cannot
live with 1 0

1

Most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally proposed.
Therefore, the HMA PAA presented its original recommendation to the WIN/INFORMED
Executive Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 22   Tracking Milestones for Technical Requirements of a 
Formal Enforcement Action

Program Need
Implementers need the ability to track the technical requirements included in formal enforcement
actions.  Technical requirements include any requirements included in a formal enforcement action
that are not related to penalty or Supplemental Environmental Project (SEP) requirements. This is
necessary for the implementer to be able to more effectively evaluate and track a site’s compliance
status with respect to the action.

Problem Analysis
RCRAInfo is currently designed to track a site’s non-compliance issues with the violation(s) as the
sole “pivot point” of all data.  Both evaluations and enforcement actions are linked to the applicable
specific  violations that are observed/addressed in the evaluation/enforcement action.  Although
compliance schedules can be tracked for violations, RCRAInfo is not designed to allow the
implementer to enter the specific requirements of a formal enforcement action and track a site’s
compliance with each individual requirement. This is particularly important when implementers track
Significant Non-Compliers (SNCs) to ensure they comply with the formal enforcement action that is
required by the 1996 Hazardous Waste Civil Enforcement Response Policy (ERP). Although the
violations cited in the evaluation(s) should be addressed in the formal enforcement action, there is
often no direct and “clean” correlation between the conditions/requirements and the original
violations. In addition, the requirement may contain additional obligations for compliance not reflected
by the regulatory language specific to the original violation (for example, a letter outlining actions
taken, self certification of compliance, implementation of an Environmental Management System,
etc.). In most cases, a site does not return to physical compliance until they meet all the requirements
of the formal enforcement action, with the exception of the penalty and SEP portion of the order.
Therefore, the ability to track the requirements of a formal enforceable schedule is a critical issue for
implementers.

Addressing this issue would allow for the creation of a “tickler” report that would provide the
implementer with a reminder when compliance with a requirement is due.  For example, if a report is
due within thirty days, a “tickler” or report would be run. In turn, the report can also track and flag
the implementer when a site has exceeded the deadline associated with a requirement of a formal
enforcement action. The report would be available from the National RCRAInfo Menu and could be
run monthly or weekly, whichever the implementer determines would be most effective for the
management of their program.   This enhancement to the system would allow implementers to more
effectively and accurately track information critical to the enforcement process.

The HMA Team could not reach consensus on whether this data need should be National, Shared, or
Optional. The State/EPA Standard Data Elements for Enforcement/Compliance, dated April 26,
2002, includes data elements for tracking “Enforcement Action Compliance Milestones Information”
that are similar to this information.  Therefore, the Team concluded that there is an interest in this
information from both EPA and States.  Many States already track this information in State
databases and EPA currently tracks this information in ICIS. There is also a concern by the Team
regarding duplication of effort and the additional burden of entering this information into a database



220November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

for those States that do not already track this information electronically. It would also be a burden for
translators. Therefore the Team recommends that this data input will be optional for implementers.

Recommendation
The Team recommends an enhancement to the CM&E module (enforcement area) to allow
implementers to enter all requirements of a formal enforcement action .  This data input will be
optional for implementers.

The following data fields should be added for Implementers to use for tracking technical
requirements of formal enforcement actions:

1) Technical Requirement Number referenced in the Enforcement Action,
2) Text Description of the Technical Requirement,
3) Scheduled Completion Date, and
4) Actual Completion Date.

Multiple technical requirements can be entered per enforcement action but all requirements must be
linked to the enforcement action ordering them (no orphan technical requirement records will be
allowed).

This requirement would only be for technical requirements mandated by enforcement actions issued
after the implementation of this PPI.  There would be no requirement or request for implementers to
enter historical information.  If implementers choose to enter technical requirements for their current
“open” enforcement actions, the system will allow it, but it will not be required.

Pros:  
This will allow implementers to more specifically and effectively track formal enforceable
compliance schedules in the data system.  It will also provide users with a more accurate and
complete picture of a site’s (particularly an SNC’s) status with respect to an enforceable
compliance schedule.

Cons:
This recommendation will require a structure change to RCRAInfo as well as additional data
entry and tracking by the implementers. 

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solution was considered:

Status Quo: 
Continue to track violations of the compliance schedule through the associated originally cited
violation and continue to not track a site’s status with respect to each individual
condition/requirement of a formal action.

Pros:  
No change to system and no additional data entry by implementers are required.
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Cons:  
Implementers would continue to less effectively track a site’s status with respect to the
individual conditions/requirements of a formal enforceable schedule through RCRAInfo.
Users will not receive complete data on the conditions/requirements through RCRAInfo.

Dependencies
PPI # 19 Inconsistent Data Entry and Codification of Enforcment Actions

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction:
This PPI would result in a savings of time associated with the usage of the ‘tickler’ report
reminding staff about enforcement order condition due dates. This PPI will also result in a
significant burden increase.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
None.

Structure Changes:
Add four new data fields: Technical Requirement Number referenced in the Enforcement
Action, Text Description of the Technical Requirement, Scheduled Completion Date, and
Actual Completion Date.  These fields will allow for multiple entries per site and multiple
entries per enforcement action.  These are repeating fields that will maintain history. The use
of these fields are Optional.  There is no requirement to enter historical data for these fields.
They are only for new technical requirements.

Translator Load Changes:
The translator load program will need to be modified to accept these four new technical
requirements fields from implementers.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
The enforcement add and update screens will need to be modified to provide a mechanism to
enter these new fields.

Reports:
There will be a report provided in RCRAInfo that will help implementers to: QA/QC their
technical requirements data, check for pending/upcoming milestones for the site, and remind
staff of pending enforcement order technical requirements that may be coming due. See
Reports Section of this report for a description of the proposed report.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.
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National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
12

Can live with
10

Agree
5

Can live with
1 28

Absolutely cannot
live with 3 1 4

Most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally proposed.
Therefore, the HMA PAA presented its original recommendation to the WIN/INFORMED
Executive Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 23   Downloading EPA Enforcement Data from ICIS to 
RCRAInfo

Program Need
The Team recognizes that there is a problem with Regions having to perform double data entry for
Regional enforcement actions in two separate information systems.  Federal enforcement actions
must be entered into both ICIS and RCRAInfo. This dual data entry is time consuming and often
results in inconsistent and inaccurate data in ICIS and RCRAInfo.

Problem Analysis
Regions are required to enter their enforcement actions into ICIS (formally DOCKET) as this is the
data base of record for federal enforcement actions.  In order for Regions to get “credit” for having
taken an enforcement action, it must be in ICIS.

The Regions must also enter their enforcement actions into RCRAInfo for two reasons: first to
facilitate communication with States since currently States do not have access to ICIS, and share
data with the public.  Data from RCRAInfo is becoming more and more accessible to the public.
Therefore, it has become more critical that RCRAInfo provides a complete “picture” of a site’s
enforcement status/history.

Recommendations
The Team recommends that a translation program be provided that will download the following data
fields from ICIS and populate these fields in RCRAInfo with the ICIS data, thus eliminating the need
for Regions to perform dual data entry.

Values for the following RCRAInfo data fields will be downloaded from ICIS and used to populate
RCRAInfo. The RCRAInfo data fields are:

Enforcement related information: activity location of the enforcement action, agency,
enforcement date, EPA ID of the site, the violations cited/addressed by this action, Docket
number, initials of attorney, enforcement type, staff person assigned to the enforcement
action, filing date, and if another media participated in the enforcement action.
SEP related information: the enforcement action which required the SEP, expenditure
amount, schedule date, actual date, SEP type, and staff person’s initials (contact).
Penalty related information: the enforcement action which required the penalty, amount,
penalty type, and any notes/comments related to the penalty.
Payment related information: the penalty the payment is for, schedule date, schedule
amount, paid date, paid amount, and any notes/comments related to the payment.

This will be provided for all federal enforcement actions and should be run weekly or at a minimum
monthly.

“ICIS” shall be inserted in the User ID field for all records downloaded from ICIS.  Records
downloaded from ICIS, will be able to be modified in RCRAInfo, using the same rules and edits as
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apply to any other enforcement record in RCRAInfo.  Therefore, once the record is modified in
RCRAInfo, the User ID will be changed to be the ID of the person updating the record. 

Pros:
This option will reduce the data entry workload for the Regions along with improving data
quality.  It will also ensure that complete information will be available from RCRAInfo
regarding all enforcement at a site, regardless of whether the EPA or State took the action.
This information will then be available to all implementers and ultimately, the public.  

Cons:
Will require the WIN/INFORMED HMA Design Team to code a translation program to load
the ICIS data into RCRAInfo.  The ICIS Team will also be required to write a program to
extract the data from ICIS and provide it to RCRAInfo in an ASCII format or other agreed
upon manner. Resources must be provided to both RCRAInfo and ICIS for this one time
coding work and, to a lesser extent, continued maintenance. 

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solution was considered:

1) Status Quo:  
Continue to have data entered into both ICIS and RCRAInfo requiring the Regions to do dual
data entry.

Pros:
Will require no expenditure of resources to code both the download and load programs.

Cons:
Regions will continue to expend valuable resources on duplicate data entry. There will
continue to be discrepancies between ICIS and RCRAInfo regarding federal enforcement
actions.  The States may not have a complete “picture” of all activities going on at a site.
Data extracted from RCRAInfo for public access may not be complete and may not
represent all enforcement actions.

Dependencies
None

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction:
This PPI will reduce the data entry workload with the federal enforcement data only having
to be entered once.
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Data Quality Improvement:
This PPI will improve data quality by reducing any potential errors caused by double data
entry.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
None.

Structure Changes:
None.

Translator Load Changes:
For ICIS: A new download program will need to be written to take the RCRA

federal enforcement data contained in ICIS and provide it to
RCRAInfo in a mutually agreed upon format for uploading into
RCRAInfo.  This program may be a Business Objects Export
routine, an Oracle Script, or other method depending on the
approach and specifications agreed to.

For RCRAInfo: A new translator load program will need to be written to take the
federal enforcement data provided by ICIS and load it into
RCRAInfo.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
None.

Reports:
No changes required.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions other than specified by the definition of enforcement
sensitive.

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
12

Can live with
11

Agree
5

Can live with
7

35

Absolutely cannot
live with 1 0 1

Most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally proposed.
Therefore, the HMA PAA presented its original recommendation to the WIN/INFORMED
Executive Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 24   Tracking Corrective Action Orders Related to 
Enforcement Actions

Program Need
EPA’s Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance (OECA) requires
Regional and State regulators to provide information on their enforcement 
and compliance assurance program activities and EPA’s Office of  Solid 
Waste (OSW) requires regulators to report on permitting and corrective action
activities. The reporting system(s) used to collect this information were 
designed to capture a set of nationally defined elements (activities) while
allowing Regions and States some flexibility in tracking additional information.
However, misinterpreted code descriptions and lack of guidance have led to inconsistent reporting
and impacts on the quality of enforcement and corrective action data.  As a result, there is a need for
clear guidance on terminology and the use of data systems for accurate data entry and analysis.

Problem Analysis

• Corrective Action Evaluations
Currently, there appears to be some confusion over which evaluations involving Corrective
Action should be considered appropriate for inclusion in the Compliance Monitoring and
Enforcement (CM&E) Module.  Although RCRAInfo has a distinct module (Corrective
Action Module) that captures all Corrective Action activities, there are situations where
compliance monitoring evaluations tracked in the CM&E Module include a Corrective Action
component.  For tracking purposes, it is important to be able to identify when a Corrective
Action component is involved in a compliance monitoring activity.

Corrective Action related evaluations are currently captured in the CM&E Module using the
evaluation type code CAO = Corrective Action Oversight.  The current definition for CAOs
tends to add to the confusion of which inspections should be in the CM&E Module since it
uses the term “oversight” and references broad generic Corrective Action “activities.”  The
CAO code is currently defined as follows: 

Corrective Action Oversight - An on-site inspection of Corrective Action activities. 
When a corrective action on-site inspection is conducted as part of another inspection
type (CEI, CME, etc.), a separate Handler Evaluation form should be submitted
reporting the CAO component.

• Corrective Action Enforcement
Currently, some enforcement types are entered into data systems that deal with corrective
action issues. The Team believes that those actions considered “purely” Corrective Action
should be moved to the RCRAInfo Corrective Action module.  However, there are some
actions that have both an enforcement action and a corrective action component.  Currently,
these enforcement related actions cannot be distinguished from actions that are “purely”
corrective actions.
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Recommendation
• Corrective Action Evaluations: 

1. The current CAO evaluation type code should be revised and re-defined to eliminate
confusion and provide additional clarity.  The Team recommends the following:

Corrective Action Compliance Evaluation (CAC) - An evaluation of a
site’s compliance with the corrective action requirements of a permit or an
order.  When a CAC is conducted as part of another inspection type (CEI,
GME, etc.), a separate entry for a CAC should be made in RCRAInfo for the
CAC component.

• Any evaluation that monitors compliance with RCRA requirements, including
requirements of a Corrective Action permit or an order, should be tracked in the
CM&E Module, as a CAC.  All other activities involving Corrective Action should
be tracked in the Corrective Action Module.

(See PPI # 6 for additional discussion on this issue.)

• Corrective Action Enforcement: 
As a result of a compliance monitoring evaluation, the responsible agency may determine
that an enforcement response is necessary to address violations discovered during the
evaluation.  The following types of enforcement actions involving corrective action should be
tracked in the CM&E Module:

1. Orders to correct violations of a corrective action permit.  When a corrective action
order is issued in response to corrective action violations following a compliance
investigation of a site’s permitted corrective action requirements, the order should be
tracked in the CM&E module and is linked to the violations discovered by the CAC
evaluation.  Enforcement actions addressing these violations would contain the
indicator check box identifying these enforcement actions as containing corrective
action requirements.

2. Orders to correct violations of a corrective action order.  When an order is issued in
response to violations of a previously issued corrective action order, the order should
be tracked in the CM&E Module, linked to the violations discovered by the CAC
evaluation, and the indicator check box used to identify that the enforcement action
contains corrective action requirements.

3. Orders to correct Corrective Action violations (without penalty).  When a corrective
action order is issued that addresses violations but includes no penalty assessment, it
should be tracked in the CM&E module and the indicator check box used to identify
that the enforcement action contains corrective action requirements.  (For example,
in some cases it may be more beneficial to the environment if a corrective action
order is issued first and then followed up with a penalty order).  

4. Orders to correct Corrective Action violations (with penalty).  When an enforcement
order includes corrective action provisions as well as a penalty, it should be tracked
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in the CM&E module as an enforcement order and the indicator check box used to
identify that the enforcement action contains corrective action requirements. 

5. Orders to correct violations at unregulated SWMUs.  If an investigation reveals
violations regarding unregulated solid waste management units, then the order should
be entered into both the Corrective Action and CM&E modules. In the CM&E
module the indicator check box should be used to identify that the enforcement
action contains corrective action requirements

The following types of actions involving corrective action are considered outside the scope of
compliance monitoring and enforcement and should be tracked only in the Corrective Action
Module:

Orders for Corrective Action and/or Post-Closure purposes.  If the order is pursued
for corrective action and/or post-closure purposes and is not issued to address non-
compliance, then it should not be included in the CM&E module but should be
entered only into the Corrective Action module.

In addition, since it is likely that not all corrective action type enforcement orders will be
generated in response to CAC evaluations, it may be difficult to identify and track such
actions.  To facilitate tracking of these enforcement actions, it will be necessary to further
identify the enforcement actions that contain a corrective action component.  This can be
accomplished by using an indicator check box to identify enforcement actions that contain
corrective action requirements. 

This procedure will provide a clearer picture of how violations are addressed and facilitate
the proper tracking of corrective action remediation versus enforcement actions in separate
areas of the data system.  However, depending upon final implementation, this resolution
may require clean-up of data previously entered.  The method to be used for data clean-up
or conversion will be left to the Design Team and will be addressed in their report.

Pros: 
Will provide a more accurate and consistent picture of enforcement related activities in
RCRAInfo and will clearly identify enforcement actions containing Corrective Action
components.

Cons: 
May require data cleanup of existing data and could require changes to RCRAInfo coding in
more than one module. The method to be used for data clean-up or conversion will be left to
the Design Team and will be addressed in their report.

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solution was considered:
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1) Status Quo: 
No change to existing policies or procedures.

Pros: 
Will not require any changes to RCRAInfo. 

Cons:
Differences will continue regarding where to document enforcement actions related to
corrective action. 

Dependencies
PPI # 6 Inconsistent Data Entry and Codification of Evaluations 

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction:
Clarification of where Corrective Action enforcement orders should be entered will eliminate
inconsistent data entry and will make data entry for these items easier, saving data entry time
and allowing the system to function better.

Data Quality Improvement:
More consistency between States and Regions and better/improved data quality.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
None.

Structure Changes:
None.

Translator Load Changes:
None.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
None.

Reports:
None.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.
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National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
13

Can live with
9

Agree
4

Can live with
4 30

Absolutely cannot
live with 1 0 1

Although most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally
proposed, some concern was expressed regarding the ability to identify enforcement actions that
contain Corrective Action requirements. Therefore, the HMA PAA revised its original
recommendation by adding an indicator to the enforcement record to note if the Corrective Action
requirements were included as part of  the enforcement action.   This is the only change to the
original recommendation.  This revised recommendation was presented to the WIN/INFORMED
Executive Steering Committee for approval and  implementation scheduling.
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Other Policy/Procedural Issues
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PPI # 25   Tracking Effort Expended on Non-RCRA Regulated 
Sites

Program Need
The current policy recommendation, established by the Universe
Identification/Waste Activity Monitoring (UID/WAM) Program
Area Analysis (PAA), states that RCRA ID numbers can only be
issued to RCRA-regulated sites.  However, implementers have
expressed a need to track all sites with RCRA violations as well as
sites that, although not RCRA-regulated, are the subject of an
enforcement action under RCRA statutory authority.  RCRA implementers often perform activities
under the RCRA program for sites that do not have a RCRA EPA ID.  After an inspection is
conducted, the implementer is often unsure of a  site’s RCRA regulatory status due to the absence of
a  proper hazardous waste determination.  A non-notifier (i.e., a site that is subject to RCRA
regulation and has not notified) can be assigned a RCRA ID number and thus may be tracked in the
RCRAInfo data system.  However, there currently is no mechanism to track all sites that have
RCRA violations or have been the subject of a formal enforcement action under RCRA authority
and their associated resource consumption if the end result of the enforcement action is that the site
is not subject to RCRA regulations.

In addition, implementers have a need to understand the impact of all evaluation activity conducted
under RCRA authority on meeting commitments, as well as for program accountability to the general
public.  Therefore, there is a need to ensure that current data systems reflect the effort expended on
this universe for those implementers that choose to use RCRAInfo for that purpose.  Implementers
believe that there is value in knowing, historically, which sites have been reviewed for applicability of
RCRA requirements. Having such records in the data system would provide a history to both State
and Regional inspectors that would be useful in inspection targeting and planning and would help
avoid unnecessary duplication in conducting inspections at previously inspected non-regulated sites.

Problem Analysis
In addition to conducting evaluations of known RCRA-regulated sites, implementers expend
considerable time and resources evaluating other sites that fall outside of the known RCRA-regulated
universe.   Although some of these sites will subsequently be determined to be RCRA-regulated,
many will be identified as being non-RCRA regulated entities.  These evaluations may be conducted
for a variety of reasons, including implementation of national initiatives (e.g., permit evaders and non-
notifiers), complaint investigations, activity status determinations, and/or compliance assistance.

An example impacting every State and Regional program is that sites are required under RCRA to
determine if their waste is hazardous or non-hazardous.  Permit evader and non-notifier sites that are
inspected may have never made this determination, as required, and are therefore in violation of
RCRA.  States and Regions may cite the site for violating RCRA and may issue an enforcement
action that orders the site to make a proper determination of their waste by sending waste samples to
a laboratory for analysis.  During this process, the activities need to be monitored and the inspection,
violation, and enforcement actions need to be tracked.  Per the current UID/WAM PAA
recommendation, only sites that are subsequently determined to be RCRA-regulated would be issued
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a RCRA ID number and have evaluation, violation, and enforcement data tracked in RCRAInfo.
Non RCRA-regulated information was determined to be an implementer-specific information need by
the UID/WAM PAA.  All other sites would be prohibited from being tracked in RCRAInfo,
regardless of whether or not the site had violated RCRA by not performing a hazardous waste
determination resulting in an enforcement action.  In analyzing current RCRAInfo data, it is not
possible to account for all instances where a site was in violation of applicable RCRA requirements
or all instances where a site was evaluated for applicability of RCRA requirements.  The Team
believes this information is important and should be tracked in RCRAInfo.

Additionally, there are situations where implementers take a formal enforcement action under RCRA
statutory authority against sites not normally considered RCRA regulated and would not normally be
issued a RCRA ID number.  One classic example of this is where RCRA 7003 authority was used
by Region 3 to address RCRA statutory violations at an apartment building involving lead-based paint
dust wastes.  The violations were addressed using the RCRA solid waste definition instead of the
regulatory definition of hazardous waste.  Based on the policy recommended by the UID/WAM,
such a site would not be assigned a RCRA ID and could not be tracked in RCRAInfo even though
the RCRA 7003 order was a non-Corrective Action enforcement action issued by the Regional
RCRA enforcement program. Similar scenarios exist for issuance of enforcement based RCRA
3013 orders for monitoring, testing, and analysis where violations may be suspected but not yet
confirmed.  In analyzing current RCRAInfo data, we are unable to account for all instances where a
site is the subject of a formal enforcement action issued under RCRA statutory authority.  The Team
believes this information is important and should be tracked in RCRAInfo.

Implementers are concerned that many EPA Regions have historically considered the data in
RCRAInfo to represent all of the handler monitoring and assistance activities conducted by the
implementer.  As a result, EPA would typically evaluate an implementer’s program based solely on
the CM&E data present in RCRAInfo.  However, this data may not encompass all of the
implementer’s activities in the authorized RCRA program due to the intended limited scope of the
information system.  If a site does not have a RCRA EPA ID number and has not been cited for a
RCRA violation or been the subject of an enforcement action under RCRA statutory authority, then
activities related to that site would  not reflected in the information system and may not be considered
by EPA during a review of the implementer’s program.  This portion of the analysis specifically
addresses those evaluations conducted under the implementer’s authorized RCRA
program authority at sites that are not RCRA-regulated, have not been cited for a RCRA
violation, and have not been issued a formal enforcement action under RCRA statutory
authority.  Currently, these evaluations are not consistently entered and tracked in RCRAInfo and,
in the instance of implementers that do not maintain a separate database with this evaluation data,
may not be tracked at all.  This is a very significant issue that has resulted in incomplete and
inaccurate program reviews, resulting in strained State-EPA and Region-EPA relations.  The Team
recognizes the importance of resolving this issue.

Although many RCRA implementers maintain separate databases that contain data for all evaluations
conducted under RCRA statutory authority, some implementers do not maintain a separate database
and would like to use RCRAInfo to track all of their RCRA evaluation activities.  Regardless of
whether this information is tracked in RCRAInfo or in a separate implementer-managed database,
there is a need to credit implementers for these non-RCRA-regulated site evaluations conducted
under RCRA statutory authority.  In situations where an implementer-managed database is currently
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used to track these activities, entering this data into RCRAInfo would represent duplicate data entry
and would significantly increase the  information management burden without significant benefit.

Resolution of the issues analyzed above is critical to the RCRA program to ensure that all
appropriate evaluation, violation, and enforcement activities are reflected in RCRAInfo (or an
implementer’s own separate database where applicable), given the information needs of all
stakeholders (including the general public) and the information management burden placed on
program implementers.

Recommendation
The HMA PAA Team recommends that the UID/WAM PAA recommendation not to track any
non-RCRA Subtitle C regulated sites in RCRAInfo be changed to include tracking of all sites that: 1)
have RCRA violations; 2) are subject to enforcement activities under RCRA authority; and/or 3)
were inspected under RCRA statutory authority.  However, the tracking of evaluations at sites
that are not RCRA-regulated, have not been cited for RCRA violation(s), and have not
been issued an enforcement action under RCRA statutory authority is optional for those
implementers that maintain this same data in their own separate database.  This will ensure
that all appropriate handler monitoring and enforcement data is present in RCRAInfo and allow
tracking of additional evaluation data for those implementers that need to use RCRAInfo for that
purpose.

To facilitate the optional tracking of the non-RCRA-regulated sites inspected under RCRA authority,
the Team recommends creation of an indicator check box that would be used to identify those sites
not subject to RCRA Subtitle C.
 

How would this work:
If the inspection conducted under RCRA statutory authority (RCRA statutory authority includes
Sections 3007, 3008, 3013 and 7003), or state equivalent authority, is found to not be subject to
Subtitle C, the implementer would assign their own RCRA “dummy” ID, and set the extract flag to
“off.” The first two characters of this “dummy” ID must be the State abbreviation for the State
where the site is located, followed by a series of numbers or letters, at the implementer’s discretion,
specific  to that site.  These sites should not be issued an official RCRA EPA ID number via the
RCRA notification process.  The implementer would then place a check in  a “Not Subtitle C”
indicator check box.  When EPA (HQ or Regions) pulls counts for any purpose (end-of-year
reporting, accomplishments/commitments, GPRA, trend analysis, etc.), these inspections would be
included and then identified as “inspections pursuant to RCRA statutory authority, or state equivalent
authority, but site determined to not be subject to Subtitle C”.  However, the entry and
maintenance of this data in RCRAInfo is optional.  Therefore, this will only apply to those
implementers that choose to enter this data in RCRAInfo.

The RCRA ID, site name, address or any other identifying information about the site would not be
disclosed in the report; only quantitative counts would appear for these inspections.  Since the extract
flag is “off,” these sites will not be released to the public or to the site.  These sites will not appear in
ECHO or Envirofacts or any publicly available database.  

Although several implementers would prefer having the ability to track all non-RCRA regulated sites,
regardless of whether or not they were inspected pursuant to RCRA statutory authority, the Team
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believes this data is inappropriate for RCRAInfo, the national RCRA Subtitle C (hazardous waste)
information  system.  The Team’s recommendation strikes a reasonable compromise, allowing
tracking of sites that: 1) have RCRA violations, 2) are subject to enforcement activities under RCRA
authority, and 3) (optional) were inspected per RCRA statutory authority, regardless of whether or
not the site ultimately becomes RCRA regulated or subject to Subtitle C.

In addition, the Team recommends that this PPI serve as a policy statement to all EPA Regions and
HQ that, for those implementers that track all evaluation activities conducted under RCRA statutory
authority in their own database (not RCRAInfo), RCRAInfo may not contain complete data on all
HMA-related activities conducted by implementers.  Furthermore, EPA must recognize RCRA-
related HMA data in an implementer’s own database or other internal records when conducting
program reviews of implementers that choose not to put this data in RCRAInfo.

Pros:
This would ensure a more complete representation of all implementers’ RCRA violation and
enforcement activities taken under RCRA statutory authority in RCRAInfo.  In addition, it
would allow tracking of all evaluations conducted under RCRA statutory authority for those
implementers that choose to use RCRAInfo for that purpose.  It will ensure that inspections
performed under RCRA statutory authority, but found not to be Subtitle C sites, are clearly
identified and are included in accomplishments and end-of-year counts (for those
implementers that choose to enter the data) without being released to the public or the site.

Cons:
New policy from EPA HQ would be required as well as a change in business practices
among some RCRA implementers.  More HMA-related data would need to be entered and
tracked in RCRAInfo for those implementers that choose to enter the optional data.

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solutions were considered:

1) Only Track Sites That Have RCRA Violations and/or
Enforcement Actions:
This was the original recommendation by the HMA but was modified based on National
Review.  
The HMA PAA Team recommends that the UID/WAM PAA recommendation not to track
any non-RCRA Subtitle C regulated sites in RCRAInfo be changed to allow tracking of sites
that have RCRA violations and/or are subject to enforcement actions under RCRA authority,
regardless of whether or not the site ultimately becomes RCRA regulated.  Due to
incomplete data in RCRAInfo related to all RCRA violations and all enforcement actions
taken under RCRA statutory authority, States and Regions have inspected sites that were
already inspected and subsequently determined to be non-RCRA regulated.  This has
resulted in implementers expending resources unnecessarily. The HMA PAA Team believes
it would be beneficial to track all sites with RCRA violations and all sites that are subject to
enforcement action under RCRA statutory authority.  Restricting RCRAInfo tracking to
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anything less serves to provide an incomplete and inaccurate accounting of an implementer’s
RCRA handler monitoring and assistance activities.  This approach would allow RCRA ID
numbers to be assigned to these sites and thereby allow implementers to track the
evaluations, violations, and enforcement actions taken under RCRA authority.  

Although several implementers would prefer having the ability to track all non-RCRA
regulated sites, regardless of whether or not there were RCRA, violations observed or
RCRA enforcement actions activities taken, such capability would create a significant
burden on the data system and a resource drain to the implementers.  The Team’s
recommendation strikes a reasonable compromise, allowing tracking of all RCRA regulated
sites as well as all other sites with RCRA violations and/or subject to RCRA enforcement
action.

In addition, the Team recommends that this PPI serve as a policy statement to all EPA
Regions and HQ that RCRAInfo does not contain complete data on all HMA-related
activities conducted by implementers. Furthermore, EPA must recognize RCRA-related
HMA data in an implementer’s own database or other internal records when conducting
program reviews.

Pros:
This would ensure a more complete representation of RCRA violations and enforcement
actions  taken under RCRA authority.  In addition, it would help prevent the expenditure of
unnecessary resources by implementers when conducting HMA activities.

Cons:
New policy from EPA HQ would be required as well as a change in business practices
among RCRA implementers.  More HMA-related data would need to be entered and
tracked in RCRAInfo.

2) Concur with UID/WAM Recommendation:
This option would limit the scope of data to be tracked in RCRAInfo to only activities
associated with compliance monitoring and enforcement involving sites that are regulated
under RCRA Subtitle C  (i.e., sites that actually handle hazardous waste).  Only such
regulated sites would be assigned a RCRA ID number and, since RCRAInfo requires a
RCRA ID number before any data entry can be made into the system, only activities related
to those regulated sites could be tracked in the system.

Pros: 
This option would eliminate lots of data concerning sites not regulated by RCRA, thus limiting
the size of the data system and facilitating management of the system.

Cons: 
This option would prevent States and Regions from capturing data on all RCRA violations
and enforcement actions taken under RCRA Subtitle C authority.
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3) Issue RCRA IDs to track all sites evaluated/inspected:
This option would require that all evaluated/inspected sites be issued a RCRA ID number,
whether determined to be regulated under RCRA Subtitle C or not.  This option would not
make a distinction between RCRA regulated sites, RCRA non-regulated sites, or RCRA
non-regulated sites with RCRA violations and/or RCRA enforcement actions.

Pros:
This approach would provide full and complete tracking and accountability of all RCRA-
related evaluations/inspections conducted.  All sites subject to any type of inspection or
evaluation under RCRA authority would have a historical record in the data system
documenting the evaluation.  Implementers will easily be able to show where inspection
resources have been expended. 

Cons:
Because of the large universe of sites that are considered to be RCRA non-regulated,
assigning EPA ID numbers to all of these sites and tracking their respective
evaluations/inspections in RCRAInfo would present a heavy data burden on the system and
would require significant resources to input and manage the data.  The advantage of having
this all-inclusive data set serves little usefulness other than historical reference.

Dependencies
None

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction

This PPI will save time through improved efficiency in tracking commitments and activities
involving non-RCRA regulated sites (for those implementers that choose to track the data in
RCRAInfo).

Data Quality Improvement:
This PPI would more accurately capture the complete scope of RCRA-related activities
being performed by States and Regions (for those implementers that choose to enter the data
in RCRAInfo) and would provide more complete data on applicability of RCRA regulatory
requirements at involved sites.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
This PPI captures all sites that have had a RCRA violation and/or are subject to enforcement
actions under RCRA authority, regardless of whether or not the site ultimately becomes
RCRA regulated.

This PPI further serves as a policy statement to all EPA Regions and HQ that, for most
implementers, RCRAInfo does not contain complete data on all HMA-related activities
conducted by implementers.  Therefore, EPA must recognize RCRA-related HMA data in
an implementer’s own database or other internal records when conducting program reviews. 
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Structure Changes:
None.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
None.

Reports:
There are no reporting consideration.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.

National Review Feedback
State EPA National

Total
Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
17

Can live with
7

Agree
4

Can live with
2 30

Absolutely cannot
live with 3 6 9

Most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally proposed.
Therefore, the HMA PAA presented its original recommendation to the WIN/INFORMED
Executive Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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PPI # 26   HMA Data - State Specific

Program Need
Certain data points in RCRAInfo have been classified as “Look, Don’t Use”. This term indicates that
the data provided by the States into the National data system may be examined by HQ/Regions, yet
cannot be either used for analysis or cited. Specifically, State programs cannot be evaluated (e.g., as
a part of performance or funding reviews) by EPA based on ‘non-national’ data (either its presence,
absence, or content).  Use of such data for other purposes, such as evaluating industry trends, is also
an issue.  Therefore, to maintain consistency with the premise of the WIN/INFORMED concept,
there is a need to allow full access to data in the national system with considerations made for
enforcement sensitivity (See PPI # 18, Enforcement Sensitive Information.)

Problem Analysis
The implementation of RCRIS employed both an implementer and a national oversight data system.
Implementers entered their data into the implementer data system and data was loaded into the
oversight data system on a periodic basis. This data load to the national system was performed based
on system flags that the implementer set. This functionality was provided to reduce the size of the
National data system and to allow the implementers to utilize the system for their organization-
specific needs as well as mandatory national needs. 

When RCRAInfo was designed, the concept of separate implementer and oversight data systems
was eliminated. A single national data system was designed. When RCRAInfo was proposed,
concern was raised by implementers about all data, including their organizational-specific data, being
available in a national system.  EPA then proposed the concept of “Look, Don’t Use” to address this
problem. The data would be maintained in one National system, just unavailable for analysis and
citation by HQ. For example, HQ may look at data on collected penalties but cannot use the
information in any national reports. HQ may not use the data when deciding on targeting initiatives,
Government Performance and Results Act (GPRA) reporting and rulemaking. This agreement was
made by the Office of Solid Waste (OSW) RCRAInfo system managers and State data managers.
This agreement did not govern Regional activities. Regions could use the data in all of their reports.

Parallel to this development, the WIN/INFORMED project was initiated. A basic premise of the
project was the concept of National, Shared, Optional, and Organizational-Specific Information needs
(for a complete discussion of National, Shared, Optional, and Organizational-Specific Information see
Common Organizing Framework discussion in Findings and Recommendation Section of this report).
In general, the concept is explained as follows:
 1. National information needs are mandatory data points, with a common agreed upon

usage, definition and data quality.
2. Shared information needs have a common agreed upon usage, may be collected in

many different ways, is not always current or fully qualified, and implementers will
provide it if they collect the data.  If they do not collect the information, then they are
not obligated to provide it.

3. Optional information needs have a common agreed upon usage, may be collected in
many different ways, is not always current or fully qualified, and implementers can
choose whether or not to report the data even if they collect it.

4. Organization-specific  information needs are those needs that are unique to the
organization and will not be stored in the National data system.
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Recommendation
The Team recommends that the concept of “Look, Don’t Use” be eliminated from the RCRA
program and its implementation in RCRAInfo. To date, the WIN/INFORMED process has used the
concept of National, Shared, Optional, and Organization-Specific Information Needs for the following
Program Area Analyses (PAA): Universe Identification, Waste Activity Monitoring, Program
Evaluation, and this Handler Monitoring and Assistance PAA. As a result of these activities,
information needs have been agreed upon to be nationally provided (regardless of whether National,
Shared, or Optional) and available to all program personnel for use. This means they can be used
universally. The concept “Look, Don’t Use” runs contrary to the intentions of the
WIN/INFORMED process that the States and EPA have agreed to participate in and adhere to.
As a result, all data elements identified by this PAA (or any previous and future PAAs) are to be
fully available for analysis, usage, and citation with the exclusion of: 1) enforcement sensitive and 2)
unique implementer values within a table, which can still be designated by the implementer as
unavailable for release. Any other information, shared or optional can be used but the RCRAInfo
user community should realize that because the information may not be complete, there could be a
skewed picture.

Pros:
Once a PAA has been completed and all identified data elements are reviewed and accepted
as part of National Review, the concept of “Look, Don’t Use” no longer applies.   The
concept of “Look, Don’t Use” runs contrary to the intentions of the WIN/INFORMED
process that the States and EPA have agreed to participate in and adhere to.

Cons:
None.

Other Options Considered
The Team could not think of any other options since the current status quo is not working.

Dependencies
PPI # 18, Enforcement Sensitive Information; and 
definitions of National, Shared and Option data needs.

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction:
Elimination of the “Look Don’t Use Concept” will assure that all data in RCRAInfo is
available and will ultimately save time previously required to address data covered by this
concept.
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Data Quality Improvement:
Data available in RCRAInfo will be more complete and accurate and available to State,
Region, and HQ regulators.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
This PPI eliminates the concept of “Look, Don’t Use” which runs contrary to the entire
WIN/INFORMED concept of partnership.  

Structure Changes:
None.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
None.

Reports:
No reporting changes necessary.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
11

Can live with
10

Agree
6

Can live with
1 28

Absolutely can not
live with 1 0

1

Most States and Regions support or can live with this recommendation, therefore the HMA PAA has
presented our original recommendation, as written to the WIN/INFORMED Executive Steering
Committee for approval and scheduling implementation.
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PPI # 27   Oversee Additions/Changes to RCRAInfo Data Codes 
and Tables

Program Need
RCRA implementers occasionally create new implementer-defined codes
in several areas of the CM&E module of RCRAInfo to address their
specific RCRA evaluation and enforcement activities. This is necessary
when an implementer conducts activities that are not covered by an
existing national or implementer-defined code.  This has resulted in many
codes with similar definitions or codes used just once or not at all.
RCRAInfo has an unnecessarily large list of implementer-defined codes
for evaluations and enforcement actions. Implementers have a need to maintain a  more accurate
and streamlined set of implementer-defined codes in RCRAInfo to ensure data accuracy and
consistency.   

Problem Analysis
Historically, implementers have had broad authority to unilaterally create implementer-defined codes
in several data fields in the CM&E module of RCRAInfo (i.e., other evaluations, violation coverage
areas, enforcement types).  Creation of these implementer-defined codes has not been monitored on
a national level to ensure that duplicate codes are not created by two or more implementers.  This
has resulted in an unnecessarily large list of implementer-defined codes in several areas.  This has
hindered the efficient and accurate analysis of HMA data from RCRAInfo.  For example, many of
the implementer-defined Reason Codes in the Other Evaluation category represent federal or State
initiatives, a site’s regulatory status or non-evaluation type activity.  Many of these codes are not
evaluation types.  State specific defined codes should be clear, descriptive definitions.

Of the implementer-defined codes in the CM&E module of RCRAInfo, it appears that many are
consistent with the meaning of an existing nationally-defined code or are often duplicated by several
different implementers.  To illustrate this point, the Team’s review of existing implementer-defined
codes has resulted in a reduction of codes as follows:

Data Field # of Existing Codes # of Proposed Codes
Evaluation Type 160 14
Violation Coverage Area 528 106
Enforcement Type 481 31

Additionally, the Team recognizes that, in the future, it will be necessary to create new nationally-
defined codes as well as implementer-defined codes.  Some of the implementer-defined codes may
be elevated to the nationally-defined level.  This elevation of status may be necessary when an
implementer-defined code is used extensively among implementers or when a new major regulatory
revision occurs that results in a new national requirement.  In that case, a new nationally-defined
code may be needed to capture data created by numerous implementers conducting similar activities
in a consistent manner.
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Recommendation
The HMA PAA Team recommends that a permanent national review panel consisting of State and
EPA representatives (HQ and Regions) be formed to evaluate, possibly every 2 months, all new
implementer-defined codes that a Region or State are entering into the data system.  Prior to this
review process, implementers may enter their new codes into RCRAInfo.  However, it must be
understood that if the review panel believes that another States’ code fits the requirements of a new
code, this information will be given to the State with the new code requesting them to use the code
that is already in existence.

This panel should also review proposed nationally-defined codes prior to implementation.  In addition,
this panel will examine the utilization of existing implementer-defined codes to determine the
appropriateness of elevating them to nationally-defined status.  The review panel could be the same
as the change management state/region/HQ group.

Pros:
Will prevent different/duplicate codes from being created by two or more implementers.
This option will prevent unnecessarily large list of implementer-defined codes that are similar
and can be tracked with a previously defined State code.  Thus, preventing confusion among
implementers and aiding the efficient and accurate analysis of HMA data from RCRAInfo.

Cons:
Will require that implementers have their codes reviewed by the review panel consisting of
State and EPA representatives (HQ and Regions). 

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solution was considered:

1) Status Quo:

Pros:
No need to create a national review panel consisting of State and EPA representatives to
review newly created implementer-defined codes for consistency.

Cons:
The further proliferation of duplicative implementer-defined codes impairing the ability of
regulators, the regulated community, and the public in reviewing and analyzing HMA data.

Dependencies
None
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Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Burden Reduction:
This PPI would result in less redundancy and duplication in future coding applications and
would result in less confusion and arbitrary usage and interpretation of RCRAInfo data.

Data Quality Improvement:
Data quality would be enhanced through code consistency.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
This PPI establishes a permanent national review panel consisting of State and EPA
representatives (HQ and Regions) to evaluate, on a regular basic (possibly every 2 months),
all new HQ codes and implementer-defined codes that have been entered into the data
system since the last panel review.  Implementers will continue to be able to enter their
implementer-defined codes when they wish however, if the review panel believes that
another existing implementer-defined code tracks the same requirement, a State or Region
will need to change their code to be consistent. This should be able to be accomplished
automatically once the State or Region has been notified.

Structure Changes:
None.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
None.

Reports:
No reporting changes necessary.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.

National Review Feedback

State EPA National
Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
14

Can live with
8

Agree
4

Can live with
2 28

Absolutely cannot
live with 3 0 3

Most  States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally proposed.
Therefore, the HMA PAA presented its original recommendation to the WIN/INFORMED
Executive Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.



 HMA FINAL Report November 17, 2003245

PPI # 28   Tracking Hazardous Waste Imports

Program Need
The Team recognizes a need to provide interface functionality to allow
waste import data collected and tracked by OECA to be made available
to RCRA program users in the national RCRA data system.  Authorized
States are responsible for monitoring waste from “cradle to grave” and
the PAA Team identified the need to know about waste generated in other
countries and imported into a specific State/Region.  This information is
currently collected by OECA at the national level and sent to Regions for review and the formulation
of a recommendation to consent or object to shipment of the waste. With access to this data, States
could better track waste coming into their States, monitor the quantities of waste being received,
target compliance and enforcement efforts and target outreach for pollution prevention efforts, and
assist EPA when import notices are reviewed.

Border States and/or other States that have commercial sites that receive hazardous waste from
foreign countries have unique needs for communication with their foreign counterparts. (For example,
the ability to identify treatment, storage, disposal and generator sites to encourage coordination of
hazardous waste classification, inspections and targeting at border crossings is particularly important
to border States and/or States with large commercial hazardous waste sites.) The overall program
need is for a national picture and assessment of all wastes handled in the United States, regardless of
where they may have been generated and the ability to have this data accessible to all implementers.

Problem Analysis
By international agreement, with few exceptions, foreign countries wanting to ship hazardous waste
into the United States must submit a notice of intent to import hazardous waste to HQ OECA
Import/Export Program. This notice is then sent to the Region in which the receiving site is located.
If the Region has concerns regarding the import of this waste, the Region communicates this concern
to HQ who will then issue an objection.  Without Regional concerns or HQ concerns, a consent to
import the hazardous waste is issued.  This consent or objection is then sent back to the requesting
country.  Consents are up to a full year and are not on a shipment by shipment basis.  Neither the
consent nor objection or any data related to imports is currently available to States.

Recommendation
The Team recommends that Import data be integrated into national RCRA program information
systems. This option presents an improvement with no burden increase to the regulated communities
or implementing agencies. Additionally, it will provide a mechanism for implementers to communicate
with their foreign counterparts, to facilitate tracking of wastes from “cradle to grave”. This data is
currently stored in the Waste International Tracking System (WITS) data system which is only
accessible to OECA’s Import/Export Program staff and shortly, by EPA internet to Regional users.

The Team further recommends that the recommendation of the Universe Identification/Waste
Activity Monitoring Program Area Analysis (UID/WAM PAA) to integrated Export data into
national RCRA program information systems should be implemented at the same time. This option
also presents an improvement with no burden increase to the regulated communities or implementing
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agencies. With the addition of export data the RCRA data system will have the ability to fully track
waste from “cradle to grave” as the regulations require. This export data is currently stored in the
Hazardous Waste Export System (HWES) which is only accessible to OECA’s Import/Export
Program staff.

In addition, the team recommends that the current import/export data be housed within the
RCRAInfo data system.  Incorporating this data will improve the quality of the data.   

Pros:
This option will enable true “cradle to grave” tracking of RCRA Subtitle C hazardous waste
regardless of where it was generated or sent. There could also be homeland security issues
that could be better answered and addressed by States having the ability to quickly and easily
“see” what is being brought into their State or sent from their State.

Cons:
Will require resources to consolidate the data systems.

Other Options Considered
The Team believes that the selected recommendation provides the greatest improvement in
information quality for the least increase in burden to both implementers and the regulated
community. The following alternative solution was considered:

1) Status Quo:  
Continue to have the import data maintained separately from the national RCRA data. 

Pros:
Will require no expenditure of resources to link or consolidate the two data systems.

Cons:
There will be no ability for true “cradle to grave” tracking of RCRA Subtitle C hazardous
waste when waste is generated and then imported into the United States.  There could also
be homeland security issues connected with the States not having the ability to quickly and
easily “see” what is being brought into their State.

Dependencies
None

Summary of Data/System & Programmatic/Policy Considerations
Data Quality Improvement:
Improvement of data quality with no burden increase or reduction to the implementers.

Programmatic/Policy Changes:
None.
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Structure Changes:
Integrate both import and export data directly into RCRAInfo.

Data Entry Screen Changes:
Provide data entry screens for the entry of this data.

Reports:
Reports will need to be provided for this data.  These reports should be developed as part of
the design phase.

Public Access:
This information has no restrictions; it can be released to the public.

National Review Feedback
State EPA National

Total

Total OK with
recommendation

Agree
13

Can live with
10

Agree
6

Can live with
1 30

Absolutely cannot
live with 2 0 2

Most States and Regions supported or could live with this recommendation as originally proposed.
Therefore, the HMA PAA presented its original recommendation to the WIN/INFORMED
Executive Steering Committee for approval and implementation scheduling.
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Reports Section
One of the major objectives of WIN/INFORMED is to provide RCRA program staff with improved
capabilities to access and use the information that they collect and manage. One of the main issues
with the prior RCRA information systems identified during the Information Strategy Planning projects
that preceded this PAA project (and confirmed during this project) was the lack of support to allow
program staff to make use of the information tracked within those systems.

This section of the HMA PAA report provides a high level assessment of the ways in which RCRA
program staff need to be able to report/query information. This is intended to provide reviewers with
an overview of the required capabilities for reports and serve as a guide for the Design Team to
develop these fourteen (15) new reports.

General Recommendation for All Reports in RCRAInfo:
All reports (especially CM&E) must display the regulated universes, federal facility status,
owner/operator, and site name which was in effect at the time the activity occurred.

QA/QC Commitment/Initiative Data
A report is needed that will allow implementers to check the progress they are making in
accomplishing their commitments. Additionally this report must also be able to list all
commitments/initiatives that were identified without corresponding evaluation information
entered. (See PPI # 1, Tracking of Commitments and Initiatives, for additional
information.) This report should be available from the Compliance Monitoring and
Enforcement (CM&E) report menu with implementers being able to specify the following
options for running the report:

1. Specify a location:
One state, a region with all its states, or for the nation.

2. A commitment/initiative date range:
To and from dates.

3. Specify a type of commitment/initiative or all commitments/initiatives.
4. Specify completed commitments/initiatives, all open commitments/initiatives,

or all commitments/initiatives.

The resulting report should contain the following information:
1. Region;
2. Activity location;
3. Site name;
4. EPA ID;
5. Location address;
6. Mailing address;
7. County name/code;
8. Universes the site is in;
9. Evaluation start date;
10. Evaluation type;
11. Evaluation location;
12. Evaluation agency;
13. Evaluation responsible person;
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14. Commitment/initiative year;
15. Commitment/initiative type; and
16. Commitment/initiative description.

QA/QC of SNYs and SNNs Evaluations Not Linked to Violations:
A report is needed that will allow implementers to check for SNY and SNN evaluations not
linked to violations. (See PPI # 5, Designation of Significant Non-Compliers (SNC) in
RCRAInfo, for additional information.) This report is being provided for implementers who
choose to link SNY and SNN evaluations. Note: that SNY and SNN evaluations will NOT
have MANDATORY linking. This report should be available from the CM&E report menu
with implementers being able to specify the following options for running the report:

1. Specify a location:
One state, a region with all its states, or for the nation.

The resulting report should contain the following information:
1. Region;
2. Activity location;
3. Site name;
4. EPA ID;
5. Location address;
6. Mailing address;
7. County name/code;
8. Universes the site is in;
9. Evaluation start date;
10. Evaluation type;
11. Evaluation location;
12. Evaluation agency; and
13. Evaluation responsible person.

QA/QC Information Request Data:
A report is needed that will allow implementers to check for all open information requests,
and information requests that do not have evaluation information associated with them. (See
PPI # 7, Tracking of Requests for Information, for additional information.) This report
should be available from the CM&E report menu with implementers being able to specify the
following options for running the report:

1. Specify a location:
One state, a region with all its states, or for the nation.

2. An actual date response received range:
To and from dates or blank date.

3. Specify information requests without evaluation data or with evaluation data.

The resulting report should contain the following information:
1. Region;
2. Activity location;
3. Site name;
4. EPA ID;
5. Location address;
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6. Mailing address;
7. County name/code;
8. Universes the site is in;
9. Evaluation start date;
10. Evaluation type;
11. Evaluation location;
12. Evaluation agency;
13. Evaluation responsible person;
14. Date of request; and
15. Actual date response received.

QA/QC RCRA Section 6002 Data:
A report is needed that will allow implementers to QA/QC all EPA conducted evaluations at
federal facilities. (See PPI # 8, Tracking RCRA Section 6002 at Federal Facilities for
additional information.) This report should be available from the CM&E report menu with
implementers being able to specify the following options for running the report:

1. Specify a location:
One state, a region with all its states, or for the nation.

2. Specify a specific federal agency or all federal sites. 
3. An evaluation start date range:

To and from dates.
4. Specify type of information:

A. Section 6002 inspections performed but site not given questionnaire;
B. Inspector did not mail questionnaire;
C. Inspector mailed questionnaire but FFEO has not received it; and
D. Site provided with a questionnaire but FFEO has not received it.

The resulting report should contain the following information:
1. Region;
2. Activity location;
3. Site name;
4. EPA ID;
5. Location address;
6. Mailing address;
7. County name/code;
8. Universes the site is in;
9. Evaluation start date;
10. Evaluation type;
11. Evaluation location;
12. Evaluation agency;
13. Evaluation responsible person;
14. RCRA 6002 inspection performed;
15. RCRA 6002 questionnaire distributed; 
16. RCRA 6002 questionnaire completed and mailed;
17. Inspector questionnaire received by FFEO; and
18. Site questionnaire received by FFEO.
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Count of RCRA Section 6002 Data:
A report is needed that will allow implementers to obtain counts for each of the phases
involved in RCRA Section 6002 evaluations. (See PPI # 8, Tracking RCRA Section 6002
at Federal Facilities, for additional information.) This report should be available from the
CM&E report menu with implementers being able to specify the following options  for
running the report:

1. Specify a location:
One state, a region with all its states, or for the nation.

2. Specify a specific federal agency or all. 
3. An evaluation start date range:

To and from dates.
4. Provide counts for:

A. Section 6002 inspections performed;
B. Site provided with a questionnaire;
C. Inspector completed and mailed questionnaire;
D. FFEO has received inspector questionnaire; 
E. FFEO has received site questionnaire; or
F. Counts for all the above.

The resulting report should contain the following information:
1. Region;
2. Activity location;
3. Number of RCRA 6002 inspections performed;
4. Number of RCRA 6002 questionnaires distributed; 
5. Number of RCRA 6002 questionnaires completed and mailed;
6. Number of inspector questionnaires received by FFEO; and
7. Number of site questionnaires received by FFEO.

Pre-Inspection Report:
A report is needed that will provide inspectors with all relevant site information prior to an
inspection. (See PPI # 9, Pre-Inspection Report and Linkage to Definition of Solid
Waste, for additional information.) This report should be available from the Compliance
Monitoring and Enforcement (CM&E) report menu with implementers being able to specify
the following options for running the report.

1. Specify an EPA ID; or
2. Specify the site name; 
3. Specify a TO and FROM date for one of the following:

Evaluation date, violation date, or enforcement date.

The resulting report should contain the following information.
1. Activity location;
2. Site name;
3. EPA ID;
4. Location address;
5. Mailing address;
6. County name/code;
7. Contact name/title;
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8. NAICS codes;
9. Universes the site is in;
10. All evaluations listing: 

(evaluation start date, evaluation type, agency, responsible person,
notes);

11. All violations listing:
(date determined, violation type, agency, citations, schedule RTC
date, actual RTC date, notes);

12. All enforcements listing:
(Enforcement date, enforcement type, agency, case disposition
status, notes); 

13. Waste Activity’s most recent reporting cycle information;
14. Latest Permitting data; and
15. All Corrective Action which is being conducted at the site.

Listing of All Evaluations With Found Violation of ‘Undetermined’:
A report is needed that will allow implementers to check for all evaluations which are still
being worked on, i.e.: still have the answer of undetermined to the question: “Did this
evaluation find any violations?”.  (See PPI # 10, How Do We Designate Whether There
Were or Were Not Violations Found During an Evaluation/Inspection?, for additional
information.) This report should be available from the CM&E report menu with implementers
being able to specify the following options for running the report:

1. Specify a location:
One state, a region with all its states, or for the nation.

2. An evaluation start date range.

The resulting report should contain the following information:
1. Region;
2. Activity location;
3. Site name;
4. EPA ID;
5. Location address;
6. Mailing address;
7. County name/code;
8. Universes the site is in;
9. Evaluation start date;
10. Evaluation type;
11. Evaluation location;
12. Evaluation agency;
13. Evaluation responsible person;
14. Found violation indicator; and
15. Evaluation notes/comments.

Tickler Report for Schedule Return to Compliance (RTC) Dates:
A report is needed that will allow implementers to run a report of all scheduled RTC dates
that are coming due or are past due. (See PPI # 15, RTC Due Tickler
Functionality/Workload Management, for additional information.) This report should be
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available from the CM&E report menu with implementers being able to specify the following
options for running the report:

1. Specify a location:
One state or a region with all its states.

2. Specify date range for scheduled RTC date due:
To and from dates, 
or
List all past due scheduled RTC dates without an actual RTC date; 

3. Specify an enforcement responsible person.

The resulting report should contain the following information:
1. Region;
2. Activity location;
3. Site name;
4. EPA ID;
5. Location address;
6. Mailing address;
7. County name/code;
8. Universes the site is in;
9. Evaluation start date;
10. Violation date determined;
11. Violation type;
12. Violation agency;
13. Citations; 
14. Scheduled RTC date; and
15. Enforcement action type.

Data Quality Report Listing SNCs With Open Technical Requirements:
A report is needed that will allow implementers to run a report of all de’SNCed sites that
have  open technical requirements. (See PPI # 16, Inconsistent and Inaccurate
Designation of “In-Compliance” and SNC, for additional information.) This report should
be available from the CM&E report menu with implementers being able to specify the
following options for running the report:

1. Specify a location:
One state, a region with all its states, or for the nation.

The resulting report should contain the following information:
1. Region;
2. Activity location;
3. Site name;
4. EPA ID;
5. Location address;
6. Mailing address;
7. County name/code;
8. Universes the site is in;
9. Evaluation date (date of SNN evaluation);
10. Evaluation agency (of SNN evaluation);
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11. Evaluation responsible person (of SNN evaluation); 
12. Technical requirement;
13. Scheduled completion date;
14. Responsible person; and
15. Enforcement action type.

QA/QC Report of Open SEPs:
A report is needed that will allow implementers to run a report of all open Supplemental
Environmental Projects (SEPs) that are coming due or are past due. (See PPI # 20, When
Do We Know a Supplemental Environmental Project (SEP) Is Completed?, for additional
information.) This report should be available from the CM&E report menu with implementers
being able to specify the following options for running the report:

1. Specify a location:
One state or a region with all its states.

2. Specify date range for scheduled SEP completion date due:
To and from dates. Or

3. List all past due SEP scheduled completion dates without an actual
completion date or default date; and

4. Specify SEP responsible person.

The resulting report should contain the following information:
1. Region;
2. Activity location;
3. Site name;
4. EPA ID;
5. Location address;
6. Mailing address;
7. County name/code;
8. Universes the site is in;
9. SEP type;
10. Scheduled completion date;
11. Actual completion date; and
12. Responsible person.

Listing of Multiple Consent Agreements/Final Orders (CA/FOs):
A report is needed that will allow implementers to run a report of multi-locational CA/FOs.
(See PPI # 21, Tracking Multiple Consent Agreements/Final Orders (CA/FOs) for
additional information.) This report should be available from the CM&E report menu with
implementers being able to specify the following options for running the report:

1. Specify a CA/FO sequence number; or
2. Specify a respondent’s name.

The resulting report should contain the following information:
1. CA/FO sequence number;
2. Respondent’s name;
3. Region;
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4. Activity location;
5. Site name;
6. EPA ID;
7. Location address;
8. Mailing address;
9. County name/code;
10. Docket number;
11. Enforcement type; and
12. Enforcement Date.

Tickler Report for Technical Requirements:
A report is needed that will allow implementers to run a report of all technical requirements
which are coming due or are past due. (See PPI # 22, Tracking Milestones of Technical
Requirements of a Formal Enforcement Action, for additional information.) This report
should be available from the CM&E report menu with implementers being able to specify the
following options for running the report:

1. Specify a location:
One state or a region with all its states.

2. Specify date range for scheduled completion date due:
To and from dates,

or
List all past due scheduled completion dates without an actual
completion date; 

3. Specify by responsible person.

The resulting report should contain the following information:
1. Region;
2. Activity location;
3. Site name;
4. EPA ID;
5. Location address;
6. Mailing address;
7. County name/code;
8. Universes the site is in;
9. Technical requirement;
10. Scheduled completion date;
11. Responsible person; and
12. Technical requirements notes.

Tickler Report for Payments That Are Over Due:
A report is needed that will allow implementers to run a report listing all payments which are
over due. This report should be available from the CM&E report menu with implementers
being able to specify the following options for running the report:

1. Specify a location:
One state or a region with all its states.

2. Specify date range for scheduled payment date:
To and from dates,



256November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

or
List all past due scheduled payment dates without an actual date of
payment.

The resulting report should contain the following information:
1. Region;
2. Activity location;
3. Site name;
4. EPA ID;
5. Location address;
6. Mailing address;
7. County name/code;
8. Universes the site is in;
9. Penalty type;
10. Penalty amount;
11. Penalty notes;
12. Scheduled payment date;
13. Scheduled payment amount;
14. Total of all payments made for this penalty; and
15. Enforcement action type.

Tickler Report for SEPs That Are Over Due:
A report is needed that will allow implementers to run a report listing all SEPs which are
over due. This report should be available from the CM&E report menu with implementers
being able to specify the following options for running the report:

1. Specify a location:
One state or a region with all its states.

2. Specify date range for scheduled SEP date:
To and from dates,

or
List all past due scheduled SEPs dates without an actual date of
payment.

The resulting report should contain the following information:
1. Region;
2. Activity location;
3. Site name;
4. EPA ID;
5. Location address;
6. Mailing address;
7. County name/code;
8. Universes the site is in;
9. SEP type;
10. SEP amount;
11. SEP notes;
12. Scheduled SEP date; and
13. Enforcement action type.
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Citation Report:
A report is needed that will allow implementers to run a report by citations. (See PPI # 13,
Allowing Multiple Citations for Violations, for additional information.) This report should
be available from the CM&E report menu with implementers being able to specify the
following options for running the report:

1. Specify a location:
One state or a region with all its states.

2. Specify citation.   (Note: this will search for any entry in the citation fields
which contain what was entered by the user.  This will allow wildcards.)

The resulting report should contain the following information:
1. Region;
2. Activity location;
3. Site name;
4. EPA ID;
5. Location address;
6. Mailing address;
7. County name/code;
8. Universes the site is in;
9. Evaluation date;
10. Violation date determined;
11. Violation type;
12. Violation agency;
13. Citations; 
14. Scheduled RTC date; and
15. Enforcement action type.
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IMPLEMENTATION PLAN
This section of the report provides an outline of a possible approach to the detailed design and
implementation of the report’s findings.

The following policy or procedure issues (PPIs) should be implemented first as they require no
structure changes and are not dependent on any other PPIs: 

  9 Pre-inspection Report and Linkage to Definition of Solid Waste
10 How Do We Designate Whether There Were or Were Not Violations Found During

an Evaluation/Inspection?
15 RTC Due Tickler Functionality/Workload Management
23 Downloading EPA Enforcement Data from ICIS to RCRAInfo
25 Tracking Effort Expended on Non- RCRA Regulate Sites
26 HMA data - State specific
27 Oversee Additions/Changes to RCRAInfo Data Codes and Tables

The following PPIs could be implemented next since they do require structure changes but do not
dependent on any other PPIs: 

  1 Tracking Of Commitments and Initiatives
  8 Tracking RCRA Section 6002 at Federal Facilities
13 Allowing Multiple Citations for Violations
21 Tracking Multiple Consent Agreements/Final Orders (CA/FOs)
28 Tracking Hazardous Waste Imports

 
Once PPI # 6: Inconsistent Data Entry and Codification of Evaluations has been implemented, the
following PPIs can also be implemented:

  2 Timeliness of Inspection Reports and Data Entry for Joint Inspections. 
  4 Capturing Compliance Assistance Data
  5 Designation of Significant Non-Compliers (SNC) in RCRAInfo
12 Additional Violation Details - Waste Codes as Part of a Violation
16 Inconsistent and Inaccurate Designation of “In Compliance” and SNC
24 Tracking Corrective Action Orders Related to Enforcement Actions

Once PPI # 3: Day Zero Definition has been implemented, the following PPIs can also be
implemented:

11 Determining Violation Dates and Capturing Violations
14 Inconsistent Data Entry and Codification of Violations

Once PPI # 19 Inconsistent Data Entry and Codification of Enforcement Actions has been
implemented, the following PPIs can also be implemented:

  7 Tracking of Requests for Information
17 Clarification of Informal vs Formal Enforcement Actions
18 Enforcement Sensitive Information
20 When Do We Know A Supplemental Environmental Project (SEP) Is Complete?
22 Tracking Milestones for Technical Requirements of a  Formal Enforcement Action 
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APPENDICES



260November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

APPENDIX I: PROGRAM AREA ANALYSIS PROCESS

Analysis of the HMA program area was conducted based on the following set of tasks.

Information Gathering
The primary information gathering activities of the project were accomplished through information
gathering conferences termed Information Needs Assessments (INA) sessions. INA participants
were selected based on their program expertise and included representatives from States, EPA
Regional Offices, and EPA Headquarters Offices.

The goal of the sessions was to understand RCRA program information needs and their supporting
data collection mechanisms, including manual procedures, data collection forms, data retrievals, and
reporting requirements.

The following general process was employed:

Current Data Collection Workflow
Participants described the current procedures that their organizations use to collect program
information. This included an assessment of the data collection mechanisms. These collection
procedures differed between organizations.

Data Uses
Participants were asked to describe how program area information is used by their
organization. This was approached in two ways.

Participants first explored the “key questions” concerning RCRA program area activities that
an implementing organization must answer in response to internal or external demands for
information. A key question is one that is asked on a regular basis and which requires RCRA
program area information to answer. For example, “Which sites are in-compliance in State
X?”

Participants then identified the major program activities that would cause the question to be
asked. An example activity might include “inspection planning”.

Information Needs
Participants then described the information needs required to answer the key questions
relating to the data source, the managing data systems, and the coverage and data quality for
each of the needs (collectively termed system support). The participants were then asked to
express their opinion concerning future collection and use of data.
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Improvements
Using information gathered through the data collection workflow and the current and future
system support activities, participants were asked to explore avenues in which ineffective or
inefficient work processes and collection mechanisms might be improved.

Policy and Procedure Issues
The final element of the INA session was a structured discussion of various policy and
procedural issues that had been identified during the session or during the project planning
phases. Participants were asked to elaborate upon each issue, including its significance to
RCRA program implementation and to explore potential resolutions.

Critical Review
The information that was collected during the INA Sessions was compiled and analyzed to provide
an overall outline of the HMA program area needs. This outline is made up of two main components,
the Future System Recommendations and the Policy and Procedural Issues.

Future System Recommendations
This component presents ways in which the existing systems should be changed to meet the
identified program needs more effectively. It also explores opportunities for process
improvements as well as efficiencies that might contribute to an overall burden reduction in
the effort required to implement the program.

Policy and Procedural Issues
During the project, a number of policy and procedural issues were highlighted that affect the
way in which information is collected and used by the program. These issues are related to
other analysis components, affecting both the use of current systems and the implementation
of future capabilities. This component presents an analysis of these underlying issues and
provides recommended resolutions.

Once these components were developed, a draft report was prepared outlining the findings and
recommendations. A key goal of the WIN/INFORMED initiative is to obtain nationwide review and
consensus to project findings. Before a national review can take place, an expert group of reviewers
was asked to evaluate the draft findings and recommendations through a process termed critical
review.

National Review
Once the critical review was completed, the project progressed to further detail the recommendations
for improvements to the current and future systems, taking into account the comments provided by
the critical reviewers. 

The findings and detailed recommendations from the HMA PAA project were consolidated into a
report that was circulated for nationwide review by States, Territories, Tribes, ASTSWMO, ECOs,
and EPA Regional and Headquarters offices.
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Implementation Planning
Following the completion of the National Review, the PAA Team considered the comments received
from reviewers and made changes to the recommendations, where appropriate. The PAA Team
then worked to prioritize the confirmed recommendations. The recommendations were organized into
logical groups based on their relative priority and degree of interdependency. The groups of
recommendations were reviewed by the WIN/INFORMED Executive Steering Committee (ESC)
for decisions concerning the future steps required to implement the recommendations.

A plan was then developed that identified the priorities and dependencies involved in implementing
the changes to the current systems. The plan set out a list of the critical actions to be taken and
strategies different organizations might take. The planning takes account of the fact that the strategy
is intended to be acted upon by both the participating States and EPA. The recommendations will be
implemented during the Program System Design (PSD) phase.
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APPENDIX II: PROGRAM SYSTEM DESIGN TASKS

This section provides a summary of the tasks that occur during a Program System Design (PSD)
project. They are included as a reference to provide reviewers with an understanding of the activities
to be undertaken for the HMA program area following completion of the PAA project.

Develop overall design structure
For the selected group of recommendations, an overall design will be produced to define the
implementation tasks. This will outline how the changes will be integrated and will identify all manual
and automated procedural changes required.

Design for data collection forms
Any forms that must be changed to support a recommendation will be redesigned. Forms will be
combined and restructured appropriately. Additional fields required by a recommendation will be
added to the appropriate sections of the forms and redundant fields will be removed. The supporting
instructions for each form will be updated to reflect changes to reporting schedules or the regulated
universe required to report and to reflect any revised definitions for data elements collected on the
forms.

Specify automated system changes
Depending upon the recommendations being implemented, existing systems may need to be changed
to capture more or fewer data elements, or to provide additional functionality. These changes will be
specified in the form of system prototypes, screen layouts, data system designs, functionality
requirements, file transfer formats, system navigation, and report layouts. In some cases, entirely
new information systems or components, such as enhanced data display screens, may be required.
These again will require fully detailed specifications.

Design business procedure improvements and training plans
Some of the recommendations will call for changes to manual business procedures, for example,
tracking the concept of a “primary” inspection with related “evaluation type” activities. In such
cases, step-by-step models will be developed to implement these changes and training plans will be
outlined to ensure that changes are uniformly and efficiently adopted nation-wide.

Draft rule and policy changes and supporting documents
Changes to the RCRA regulations may be required to support a recommendation. Changes to the
relevant regulatory text will be drafted. In some cases, simple guidance documents will be sufficient.
Other documents, such as Information Collection Requests, may be required to support
implementation of certain recommendations.



264November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

Define data translation approach
Existing system(s) data will be analyzed and assessed to determine how it should be transitioned into
the future systems, whether those future systems are new or modified existing systems. This
assessment will identify both missing data as well as data quality or compatibility issues. This will
result in a data translation plan that defines what data cleaning efforts and data conversion rules will
be required to result in appropriately populated future information systems.

Define system infrastructure requirements
Within the stipulations of the existing Technical Architecture, requirements will be defined for the
automated system infrastructure, i.e., system security, system help, meta-data, and data interchange
protocols. The following will also be evaluated: context-sensitive data entry restrictions, on-line data
element definitions and policy documentation, data collection dates, and State-EPA data file quality
control rules.

Produce system implementation plan
A system implementation plan will be developed that will identify the detailed tasks to be performed
for the group of selected recommendations. This plan will include both resource estimates and
scheduling information. For example, changes to National and State-specific systems will be
estimated and assigned.

The costs of implementation will now be well understood. These costs will be contrasted with the
benefits to be realized from the implementation.

Conduct National Review
Once developed, the design specifications and implementation plan will be circulated for review and
consideration by all States, EPA Regions, and EPA HQ program offices before any changes are
actually implemented. Since existing processes will be changing, it is anticipated that there will be a
substantial need for training for both program and data staff.  

Ideally, once National Review is completed, the approved design specifications should be distributed
to the user community before development begins.
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APPENDIX III: CROSSWALK BETWEEN CURRENT RCRAINFO DATA ELEMENTS AND 
PROPOSED DATA ELEMENTS

Evaluation Data

Current RCRAInfo Proposed Changes                                        

Data Need Evaluation Activity Location No Change    

Oracle Column Name ACTIVITY_LOCATION No Change

Description Indicates the location of the agency conducting the evaluation. No Change

Format CHAR(2) No Change

Allowed Values State postal code No Change

Default Value None No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Released Yes No Change

Comments None No Change

Data Need Evaluation Sequence Number No Change    

Oracle Column Name EVALUATION_SEQ No Change

Description Name or number assigned by the implementing agency to identify an
evaluation.

No Change

Format VARCHAR2(3) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value None No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change



Current RCRAInfo Proposed Changes                                        

266November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

Released Yes No Change

Comments None No Change

Data Need Evaluation Date Evaluation Start Date     (See PPI# 3 for details)

Oracle Column Name EVALUATION_DATE EVALUATION_START_DATE

Description The first day of the inspection or record review regardless of the
duration of the inspection.

The first day of the inspection or record review regardless of the
duration of the inspection.

Format DATE DATE

Allowed Values Valid date Valid date

Default Value Today’s date Today’s date

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes None None

Released Yes National

Comments None None.

Data Need Evaluation Responsible Agency Definitional change and a new value added  (See PPI# 5 & 6
for details)                                                              

Oracle Column Name AGENCY No Change

Description Code indicating the agency responsible for conducting the evaluation. No Change

Format CHAR(1) No Change

Allowed Values S - State S - State:  Responsible agency is the State/Tribe/Territory.

B - State contractor. This category also includes county organizations or
State or local organizations which conduct evaluations on the State's
behalf.

B - State Contractor/Grantee:  Responsible agency is the
State/Tribe/Territory agency through use of a contractor or grantee. 
Includes other State/Tribe/Territory, county, and local organizations
that conduct evaluations on  behalf of the State/Tribe/Territory.

Note: Contractors/Grantees can conduct evaluations on behalf of the
agency, but they can not determine violations.  The determining of
violations is an agency function, therefore, violations linked to
agency type “B” will be coded as “S” for the violation agency.  This
will allow the States to be able to modify the violation.
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No Corresponding field T - State Initiated Oversight/Observation/Training Actions: 
Activities conducted by a State/Tribe/Territory involving oversight
or observation of EPA activities or  those activities where
State/Tribe/Territory staff accompany EPA staff strictly for training
purposes.  No inspection report is generated by the
State/Tribe/Territory from these activities nor is any direct
enforcement response initiated by the State/Tribe/Territory. 

Note: No violations or enforcement activity can be initiated by this
responsible agency code.  Only EPA would be initiating these
activities, under these circumstances.

E - EPA personnel E - EPA:  Responsible agency is the United States Environmental
Protection Agency.

C - EPA contractor C - EPA Contractor/Grantee: Responsible agency is the United States
Environmental Protection Agency through use of a contractor or
grantee.

Note: Contractors/Grantees can conduct evaluations on behalf of the
agency, but they can not determine violations.  The determining of
violations is an agency function, therefore, violations linked to
agency type “C” will be coded as “E” for the violation agency.  This
will allow the EPA Region to be able to modify the violation.

X - Oversight-by-EPA for oversight purposes (i.e., to evaluate the
quality of the State's compliance and enforcement program) is considered
to be an oversight inspection.

X - EPA Initiated Oversight/Observation/Training Actions:   EPA-
Initiated Oversight/Observation/Training Actions includes traditional
oversight and observation activities conducted to evaluate a State’s
performance under a grant program.  In addition, training activities
where EPA staff may accompany experienced State/Tribe/Territory
staff for training purposes are also included under this code.  EPA
takes no direct enforcement response as a result of these activities.

Note: No violations or enforcement activity can be initiated by this
responsible agency code.  Only the State would be initiating these
activities, under these circumstances.

Default Value None No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes Yes No

Released Yes Yes

Comments Note: When a joint (State/federal) evaluation is conducted - not
Oversight (X), then both agencies should complete evaluation/inspection

New business rule for SNY and SNN evaluation types: Only “E” and
“S” agency codes will be allowed.  (Determination of a Significant
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reports. If  both the State and EPA go out to the same facility on the
same day and perform the same evaluation, each agency will receive
credit for the evaluation.  There is no relationship between a State's
authorization status and the Evaluation Responsible Agency.

Non-Complier is not a function which can be performed by a
contractor.)

New business rule for X & T agency codes: Agency X & T can not be
linked to violations:

Note- No Implementer-defined values will be allowed for Responsible
Agency values.

Data Need Found Violation No change (See PPI# 10 for details)

Oracle Column Name FOUND_VIOLATION No Change

Description An indicator to record instances where an inspection occurred and no
violations were found.

No Change

Format CHAR(1) No Change

Allowed Values Y - Yes, violations were found.
N - No, violations were not found.
U - Undetermined, Agency may still be determining whether violations
existed.

No Change

Default Value Y - Yes, violations were found. No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes None No Change

Released Yes No Change

Comments None No Change

Data Need Reason for Evaluation This data field will be DELETED.     Information need can be derived
from the new table focus_area. (See PPI# 6 for details)

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_EVALUATIOREASON_TYPE DELETED

Description The reason that a particular type of evaluation has occurred. DELETED

Format CHAR(2) DELETED

Allowed Values blank In terms of RCRA Compliance Monitoring, the evaluation is
considered to be routine.

01 Follow-up. This reason element is used when a Follow-up
Evaluation is required but, due to scheduling time constraints,
etc., a less comprehensive type of evaluation is conducted in

DELETED
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lieu of a full compliance schedule evaluation. Normally used
with "OTHER" Evaluation Type. 

02 Case Development. This reason element is used to further
describe an evaluation that took place primarily for the
purpose of gathering sufficient information to support an
enforcement action. Note: This reason element is currently
viewed in regard to evaluations conducted to supplement or
strengthen already existing enforcement actions. IT SHOULD
NOT BE USED WITH THE CDI EVALUATION TYPE.

03 Sampling. This reason element is used when a Sampling
Inspection is required but, due to scheduling time constraints,
etc., a less comprehensive type of evaluation is conducted in
lieu of a Sampling Inspection. Normally used with "OTHER"
Evaluation type.

04 Citizen Complaint. This reason element should be used when
an evaluation is conducted, at least partially in response to a
citizen complaint.

05 Withdrawals. This reason element may be used to further
describe an "OTHER" evaluation that is conducted to verify
that a Part A can be withdrawn.

06 Closure. This reason element may be used to further describe
an "OTHER" evaluation that is conducted to verify closure.

Default Value Blank DELETED

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No DELETED

Implementer-defined Codes Yes DELETED

Released No DELETED

Comments: In terms of RCRA Compliance Monitoring, all types of evaluations are
considered to be routine (Code - Blank). In addition to routine, one of
the REASON codes may be used to further clarify the reason that a
particular evaluation has occurred.

DELETED

Data Need Evaluation Type Definitional change and new values added (See PPI# 6 for details)

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE No Change

Description Code to report the type of evaluation conducted at the site. No Change

Format CHAR(3) No Change

Allowed Values CAO An on-site inspection of Corrective Action activities. When
corrective  action on-site inspection is conducted as part of
another inspection type (CEI, CME, etc.), a separate Handler

CAC Corrective Action Compliance Evaluation: An evaluation
of a site’s compliance with the corrective action
requirements of a permit or an order.  When a CAC is
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Evaluation form should be submitted reporting the CAO
component.

conducted as part of another inspection type (CEI,  GME,
etc.), a separate entry for a CAC should be conducted for
the CAC component.

CAV Compliance Assistance Activity. The compliance assistance
activities that a Region or State conducts to assist handlers in
achieving compliance as outlined in the OECA Operating
Principles.

CAV Compliance Assistance Visit: The compliance assistance
activity that a Region or State conducts at a specific site to
assist the site in achieving compliance as outlined in the
OECA Operating Principles (URL:
http://www.epa.gov/compliance/resources/policies/planning
/state/oprin-integ-mem.pdf).  A CAV evaluation does not
include evaluation events  that would otherwise qualify as
another type of evaluation such as a CEI or OAM
evaluation or conducted under the auspices of a
confidentiality agreement via a small business or local
government assistance program (sometimes referred to as
an amnesty program).  However, this CAV activity code
would include technical site-specific compliance assistance
not considered solely “interpretive technical assistance.” 
CAVs are conducted without the threat of enforcement. 
Therefore, CAVs should not be linked to violations or
enforcement actions.

CDI Case Development Inspection. A CDI may involve sampling
to confirm the chemical composition/characteristics of wastes
handled by generators and transporters, and their waste
handling practices. In addition, facility operations and design
information may be reviewed, and manifests from generators
and transporters verified. A focused CDI may be conducted
when a CEI reveals possible RCRA violations, and could serve
to gather the additional data needed to support an enforcement
case.

CDI Case Development Inspection: A CDI evaluation is an on-
site inspection conducted for the sole purpose of gathering
additional information that supports the evidence (i.e.,
samples, on-site record review, interview, etc.) for a
potential or pending enforcement case.  A CDI is
performed only after an initial  evaluation has resulted in
the observation of potential  violations.

CEI Compliance Evaluation Inspection. Is primarily an on-site
evaluation of the compliance status of the handler with regard
to all applicable RCRA Regulations and Permits. Although
portions of a CEI evaluation may routinely be conducted in an
agency office setting, such "office" evaluations are considered
as integral parts of the CEI in terms of the evaluation
completion date. The major function of the CEI is overall
review of the Handler's performance. All treatment, storage,
and disposal facilities receive this type of inspection either
annually or biannually. The inspection includes an on-site
examination of records and other documents maintained by
the handler and an evaluation of the handler's compliance with
all applicable requirements and adequate sampling (use CES for
CEIs without adequate sampling). Where appropriate, it
includes groundwater monitoring assessment outlines or plans,
closure/post-closure plans, contingency plan reviews, waste

CEI Compliance Evaluation Inspection: A CEI evaluation is
primarily an on-site evaluation of the compliance status of
the site with regard to all applicable RCRA Regulations and
Permits (with the exception of groundwater monitoring
and financial assurance requirements).  Although portions
of a CEI evaluation may routinely be conducted in an
agency office setting, such “office” evaluations are
considered an integral part of a CEI in terms of completing
an evaluation.  The overall evaluation of a site’s
compliance status may take place over multiple days
necessitating multiple site visits and activities. The entire
set of activities and associated effort is considered a single
CEI.

The major function of a CEI is an overall review of the
site's performance.  The inspection includes an on-site
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analysis plan reviews, and preparedness and prevention plan
reviews. Specifically excluded from the CEI type of evaluation
are Financial Record Reviews. This review is most often
conducted by "agency experts", and appropriately coded as
Financial Record Review (FRR) type of evaluation.

examination of records and other documents maintained
by the site and an evaluation of the site's compliance with
all applicable requirements and adequate sampling, when
necessary.  Where appropriate, it includes groundwater
monitoring assessment outlines or plans, closure/post-
closure plans, contingency plan reviews, waste analysis
plan reviews, and preparedness and prevention plan
reviews.  Specifically excluded from the CEI type of
evaluation are  financial assurance requirements and
inspections of groundwater monitoring systems.   A review
of financial assurance requirements  is most often
conducted by "agency experts", and appropriately coded as
an Financial Record Review (FRR) evaluation.  Inspections
of groundwater monitoring systems are coded as either a
GME or OAM.

CES Compliance Evaluation Inspection Without Sampling. The
CES type of evaluation indicates that the CEI was conducted
without sampling. (Used by implementers who conduct CEIs
through two separate site visits; one to do sampling and the
other to complete the remainder of the CEI i.e., CEI = CES +
SPL). 

DELETED

CME Compliance (Groundwater) Monitoring Evaluation  A detailed
evaluation of the adequacy of the design and operation of a
facility's groundwater monitoring system as per EPA's Final
RCRA Compliance Groundwater Monitoring Evaluation
Guidance Document. Evaluation of the groundwater
monitoring system design should be conducted by a hydro
geologist and includes the review of the owner/operator's
(o/o's) characterization of the hydro-geology beneath
hazardous waste management units, monitoring well placement
and depth/spacing, and well design and construction. It is
essential that the CME ensure that the o/o has designed an
adequate groundwater monitoring system. In addition, an
integral part of the CME is the review of the operation of the
groundwater monitoring system through an evaluation of the
o/o's sampling and analysis plan and its implementation. CMEs
should be scheduled, to the maximum extent possible, to
coincide with o/o sampling events to permit the field
evaluation of sampling techniques. Inspectors should collect
splits or conduct EPA/State sampling as a random check of
groundwater quality data at any wells which may have
indicated releases to support enforcement of corrective action.

A comparison of EPA/State and o/o analytical results can be
used to assess laboratory accuracy and establish the reliability
of o/o submitted data. A CME should encompass everything

GME Groundwater Monitoring Evaluation:  A detailed evaluation
of the adequacy of the design and operation of a site's
groundwater monitoring system as per EPA's Final RCRA
Compliance Groundwater Monitoring Evaluation Guidance
Document. Evaluation of the groundwater monitoring
system design should be conducted by a hydro geologist and
includes the review of the owner/operator's (o/o's)
characterization of the hydro-geology beneath hazardous
waste management units, monitoring well placement and
depth/spacing, and well design and construction. It is
essential that the GME ensure that the o/o has designed an
adequate groundwater monitoring system. In addition, an
integral part of the GME is the review of the operation of
the groundwater monitoring system through an evaluation
of the o/o's sampling and analysis plan and its
implementation.  GMEs should be scheduled, to the
maximum extent possible, to coincide with o/o sampling
events to permit the field evaluation of sampling
techniques. Inspectors should collect splits or conduct
EPA/State sampling as a random check of groundwater
quality data at any wells that may have indicated releases
to support enforcement of corrective action.

A comparison of EPA/State and o/o analytical results can
be used to assess laboratory accuracy and establish the
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covered in the CEI for groundwater monitoring facilities. In
addition CMEs should include:
 a.  a detailed investigation of the engineering features and
effectiveness  of the groundwater  monitoring system;
b.  a detailed review of the facility's groundwater sampling and
analysis plan;
c.  re-calculation of statistics at detection monitoring facilities
to ensure that the facility should not be in assessment;
d.  detailed examination of the facility's assessment
monitoring plan and field implementation;
e.  re-evaluation of groundwater flow direction; and
f.  a substantial amount of sampling. 

reliability of o/o submitted data. A GME should encompass
everything covered in the CEI for groundwater monitoring
facilities. In addition, GMEs should include:

 a.  a detailed investigation of the engineering features and
effectiveness of the groundwater monitoring system;
b.  a detailed review of the site's groundwater sampling and
analysis plan;
c.  re-calculation of statistics at detection monitoring
facilities to ensure that the site should not be in
assessment;
d.  detailed examination of the site's assessment
monitoring plan and field implementation;
e.  re-evaluation of groundwater flow direction; and
f.  a substantial amount of sampling. 

CMS Compliance (Groundwater) Monitoring Evaluation Without
Sampling. The CMS type of evaluation indicates that the CME
was conducted without a substantial amount of sampling. (Used
by implementers who conduct CMEs through two separate site
visits; one to do sampling and the other to complete the rest
of the CME; i.e., CME = CMS + SPL). 

DELETED

CSE Compliance Schedule Evaluation. An on-site inspection or
other re-evaluation conducted to verify compliance with
enforcement actions resulting from a previous evaluation, or
to review deficiencies noted in previous inspection. It may be
a re-review of the adequacy of documents such as closure plans
or financial instruments previously found to be absent. A
Compliance Schedule Evaluation should only be used if the
effort involved, or the extent of areas inspected, are
insufficient to qualify as one of the more comprehensive
evaluation types listed above.

CSE Compliance Schedule Evaluation:  An evaluation conducted
to verify compliance with an enforceable compliance
schedule associated with a formal enforcement action. 
When a CSE is conducted as part of another inspection
type (CEI, GME, etc.), a separate CSE entry should be
made in RCRAInfo for the CSE component. 

No Corresponding field FCI Focused Compliance Inspection:  An FCI is an on-site
inspection that addresses only a specific portion or Subpart
of the RCRA regulations or authorized State
regulations/programs.  Some examples of an FCI are a
Subpart CC inspection, BIF inspection, Universal Waste
Rule inspection, closure verification inspection, training
inspections, etc.  Nationally defined  Focus Areas may be
used with this evaluation type to further define the specific
scope of the FCI.

FRR Financial Record Review. An extensive detailed review of a
handler's compliance with financial responsibility
requirements. Financial Record Reviews are conducted in the
Agency office and not on-site. 

FRR Financial Record Review:   An extensive detailed review of
a site's compliance with financial responsibility
requirements. Financial Record Reviews are conducted in
the Agency office and not on-site. 
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FSD Facility Self Disclosure. Indication that a handler has
self-disclosed the existence of a violation and/or performed an
audit and has submitted the information as appropriate to the
State or EPA.

FSD Facility Self Disclosure:  Indication that a site has self-
disclosed the existence of a violation and/or performed an
audit and has submitted the information as appropriate to
the State or EPA. 

No Corresponding field FUI Follow Up Inspection:  A partial on-site inspection
conducted to verify the status of violations cited during a
previous evaluation.  An FUI code value should only be
used if the effort involved, or the extent of areas
inspected, are insufficient to qualify as one of the more
comprehensive evaluation types. Includes inspections
following up to formal/informal actions where no
enforceable compliance schedule has been established. Does
not include any inspections involving an enforceable
compliance schedule associated with a formal enforcement
action.  When a FUI inspection is conducted as part of
another inspection type (CEI, GME, etc.), a separate FUI
entry should be made in RCRAInfo for the FUI
component.  Please note that new violations may be cited
as a result of an FUI evaluation, and those new violations
would be linked to the FUI.

LBN An inspection of land disposal restriction requirements. Where
Land-Ban is inspected in conjunction with another inspection
type (CEI, CME, etc.), a separate Handler Evaluation form
should be submitted reporting the Land-Ban component. 

DELETED

MMB RCRA CEI Performed with the Screening Checklist. DELETED

MMC Comprehensive and Coordinated Inspection. This value
includes the performance of a RCRA CEI in a coordinated
effort with other programs at a handler's site.

DELETED

MMD Detailed Multimedia Inspection. This value includes the
performance of a RCRA CEI by a specially trained inspector
at a handler's site.

DELETED

MMS Multimedia Screening Checklist Only. A CEI was not
performed; however, the screening checklist was performed
alone or as part of another type of inspection.

DELETED

NRR Non-financial Record Review. An evaluation conducted in the
Agency office involving a detailed review of non-financial
records. 

NRR Non-financial Record Review:  An evaluation conducted in
the Agency office involving a detailed review of non-
financial records. 

OAM Operation and Maintenance Inspection. The Operation and
Maintenance Inspection is a periodic inspection of how well a

OAM Operation and Maintenance Inspection:  The Operation
and Maintenance Inspection is a periodic inspection of
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groundwater monitoring system continues to function once it
is considered well designed. The inspection focuses on the
condition of wells and sampling devices. Evaluation of well
recovery notes, turbidity of water, total depth, depth to water,
etc. should be made and compared to historic data. Sampling
devices should be tested and if necessary pulled and visually
inspected. The findings of an O&M inspection will indicate
whether case development is warranted and/or will serve to
focus future CMEs. The inspector should be experienced in
evaluation of groundwater monitoring systems, e.g., hydro
geologist. This inspection can include sampling. However, if a
great deal of sampling is conducted, a separate sampling
inspection should be recorded.

how well a groundwater monitoring system continues to
function once it is considered well designed. The inspection
focuses on the condition of wells and sampling devices.
Evaluation of well recovery notes, turbidity of water, total
depth, depth to water, etc. should be made and compared
to historic data. Sampling devices should be tested and if
necessary pulled and visually inspected. The findings of an
O&M inspection will indicate whether case development is
warranted and/or will serve to focus future GMEs. The
inspector should be experienced in evaluation of
groundwater monitoring systems, e.g., hydro geologist.
This inspection can include sampling.

OTH Other Evaluation. Any type of evaluation other than those
listed above.

DELETED

SNN Not a Significant Non-Complier (SNC). A determination has
been made to remove the SNC designation for a facility. This
can be as a result of the facility returning to full physical
compliance with regulatory and/or statutory requirements or
with a compliance schedule.

Note: This is an orphan evaluation record that is not linked to
any specific violation or enforcement action. The
implementer should enter an SNN record to supersede an SNY
record when all outstanding violations have returned to full
physical compliance.

SNN  No Longer a Significant Non-Complier (SNC):  A
determination has been made to remove the SNC
designation for a site. 

Note: Entry of an SNN record is required to remove a site
from being an SNC.

SNY A Significant Non-Complier (SNC). A determination has been
made to classify a facility as an SNC using the following
guidelines as set forth in the March 15, 1996 Hazardous Waste
Civil Enforcement Response Policy  (ERP). An SNC is a
facility which has caused actual exposure or a substantial
likelihood of exposure to hazardous waste or hazardous waste
constituents; is a chronic or recalcitrant violator; or deviates
substantially from the terms of a permit, order, agreement or
from RCRA statutory or regulatory requirements. The actual
or substantial likelihood of exposure should be evaluated using
facility specific environmental and exposure information
whenever possible. This may include evaluating potential
exposure pathways and the mobility and toxicity of the
hazardous waste being managed. However, it should be noted
that environmental impact alone is sufficient to cause a
facility to be an SNC, particularly when the environmental
media affected require special protection (e.g., wetlands or
sources of underground drinking water). Facilities should be
evaluated on a multi-media basis; however, a facility may be

SNY A determination has been made to designate a site as an
SNC using guidelines as set forth in the current version of
the Hazardous Waste Civil Enforcement Response Policy
(ERP). 

An SNC is a site that has caused actual exposure or a
substantial likelihood of exposure to hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituents; is a chronic or recalcitrant
violator; or deviates substantially from the terms of a
permit, order, agreement or from RCRA statutory or
regulatory requirements. 

In evaluating whether there has been actual or likely
exposure to hazardous waste or hazardous waste
constituents, implementers should consider both
environmental and human health concerns.  However,
environmental impact or a substantial likelihood of impact
alone is sufficient to cause a violator to be an SNC,
particularly when the environmental media affected require
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found to be a chronic or recalcitrant violator based solely on
prior RCRA violations and behavior.

Note: This is an orphan evaluation record that is not linked to
any specific violation or enforcement action. This
determination should be entered into RCRAInfo within 90 days
after the implementer (EPA/State) determination is made
since the SNC designation will be made publicly available.

special protection (e.g., wetlands or sources of underground
drinking water).   Additionally, when deciding whether a
violator meets this criterion, implementers should consider
the potential exposure of workers to hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituents.

Further, although consideration should be given to
compliance status with other environmental statutes and
regulations, an SNC in RCRAInfo should be linked to all
applicable violations that contributed to the SNC
designation, where appropriate.  Although there are
benefits to doing so, linkage of SNY determination to
specific RCRA violations, that contributed to the SNC
determination, is optional.

Note: It is important to enter the SNY designation
promptly upon designation.

SPL Sampling Inspection. This is an evaluation type in which
samples are collected for laboratory analysis. A sampling
inspection will frequently be conducted in conjunction with the
CES or CMS but occurs at a different time or by different
personnel to stand on its own as a separate inspection. In
those cases, a Handler Evaluation Form for each evaluation
(Sampling and CES/CMS) should be completed to reflect that
both were done. Sampling inspections may also be necessary
for additional enforcement case development. 

DELETED

Default Value None No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes Yes No

Comments: Particular evaluations can be further described with the Evaluation
Reason.
Note: Multimedia evaluation data (MMB, MMC, MMD, MMS) began
being inputted into RCRAInfo (RCRIS) in FY95.

Data Need Evaluation Responsible Person Identifier No Change

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_STAFFPERSON_IDENTIFIER No Change

Description Code indicating the person within the agency responsible for conducting
the evaluation.

No Change

Format CHAR(2) No Change
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Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes Yes No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need Evaluation Responsible Suborganization No Change

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_SUBORGANISUBORGANIZATION No Change

Description Code indicating the branch/district within the agency responsible for
conducting the evaluation. 

No Change

Format VARCHAR2(10) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes Yes No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need Evaluation Notes No Change

Oracle Column Name NOTES No Change

Description Additional description of the evaluation. No Change

Format VARCHAR2(240) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes No No Change
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Comments: None No Change

Data Need Evaluation Coverage Area DELETED  (See PPI# 6 for details)

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_EVALUATIOAREA_TYPE DELETED

Description Additional description of the evaluation DELETED

Format VARCHAR2(240) DELETED

Allowed Values N/A DELETED

Default Value None DELETED

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No DELETED

Implementer-defined Codes Yes DELETED

Released No DELETED

Comments None DELETED

Data Need Evaluated DELETED (See PPI# 6 for details)

Oracle Column Name EVALUATED DELETED

Description Code indicating the status of a coverage area. DELETED

Format VARCHAR2(6) DELETED

Allowed Values E    - Evaluated. Area was covered by the evaluation.
NE - Not evaluated. The area was supposed to be covered (according to
the requirements of the evaluation checklist) but was not covered.
NA - Not Applicable. The area does not have to be covered (according
to the requirements of the evaluation checklist) and was not covered.

DELETED

Default Value N/A DELETED

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No DELETED

Implementer-defined Codes No DELETED

Released Yes DELETED

Comments: None DELETED
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Data Need Coverage Area/Violation Area Notes Delete Coverage Area Notes But keep Violation Notes, see Violation
Data.   (PPI# 6 for details)

Oracle Column Name NOTES No Change

Description Additional description of the evaluation area. No Change

Format VARCHAR2(240) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes No No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need No Corresponding field Commitment/Initiative Year (See PPI# 1 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding field COMMIT_INIT_YEAR

Description No Corresponding field The 4 digit year for the commitment/initiative. This will allow for
different State and federal fiscal years.

Format No Corresponding field 4 digit year (YYYY)

Allowed Values No Corresponding field A valid 4 digit year.

Default Value No Corresponding field State's fiscal year.

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Corresponding field Optional

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding field N/A

Comments No Corresponding field Implementers would enter the fiscal year (Federal or State) which
they want the commitment for.

Data Need No Corresponding field Commitment/Initiative Type (See PPI# 1 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding field COMMIT_INIT_TYPE

Description No Corresponding field Code indicating the type of commitment/initiative.

Format No Corresponding field CHAR(20)
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Allowed Values No Corresponding field PEREVA Permit Evaders, 
HWRECY Hazardous Waste Recyclers, 
WOODTRT Wood Treaters 

Default Value No Corresponding field None

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Corresponding field Optional

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding field Yes

Comments No Corresponding field None

Data Need No Corresponding field Commitment/Initiative Description (See PPI# 1 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding field COMMIT_INIT_TYPE_DESC

Description No Corresponding field Description of the type of commitment/initiative.

Format No Corresponding field CHAR(50)

Allowed Values No Corresponding field PEREVA Permit Evaders, 
HWRECY Hazardous Waste Recyclers, 
WOODTRT Wood Treaters 

Default Value No Corresponding field None

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Corresponding field Optional

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding field Yes

Comments No Corresponding field None

Data Need No Corresponding field Evaluation Indicator Check Box 

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding field EVAL_INDICATOR_CHECK_BOX

Description No Corresponding field Indicator denoting additional information about the evaluation.

Format No Corresponding field Varchar(1)

Allowed Values No Corresponding field C   Citizen Complaint: Evaluation was initiated because of a
tip/complaint.

M  Multimedia: Evaluation was part of a multimedia
inspection activity.

S    Sampling: Evaluation conducted included the
collection of samples.
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N   Not Subtitle C Inspection conducted pursuant to
RCRA 3007 or State equivalent ,
determination made: site is non-
hazardous waste.

Default Value No Corresponding field blank

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Corresponding field National

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding field No

Comments No Corresponding field None

Data Need No Corresponding field RCRA 6002 inspection performed (See PPI# 8 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding field 6002_INSPECTION_PERFORMED

Description No Corresponding field Indicator noting the inspector performed a RCRA 6002 inspection as
part of the investigation.

Format No Corresponding field Varchar(1)

Allowed Values No Corresponding field Y RCRA 6002 inspection performed at federal facility as
part of investigation.

N RCRA 6002 inspection was not performed at federal
facility as part of the investigation.

Default Value No Corresponding field N RCRA 6002 inspection was not performed at federal
facility as part of the investigation.

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Corresponding field National for EPA evaluations at federal facilitates

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding field N/A

Comments No Corresponding field None

Data Need No Corresponding field Site given RCRA 6002 questionnaire (See PPI# 8 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding field 6002_QUESTIONAIRE_GIVEN_SITE

Description No Corresponding field Indicator noting the site was provided with the RCRA 6002
questionnaire during the inspection.

Format No Corresponding field Varchar(1)

Allowed Values No Corresponding field Y RCRA 6002 questionnaire was given to the federal facility
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as part of the investigation.
N RCRA 6002 questionnaire was not given to the federal

facility as part of the investigation.

Default Value No Corresponding field N RCRA 6002 questionnaire was not given to the federal
facility as part of the investigation.

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Corresponding field National for EPA evaluations at federal facilitates

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding field N/A

Comments No Corresponding field None

Data Need No Corresponding field RCRA 6002 Inspector questionnaire completed and mailed (See PPI#
8 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding field INSPECTOR_QUESTIONAIRE_COMPLETED_MAILED

Description No Corresponding field Indicator noting the inspector filled out the inspector questionnaire
after completing the inspection and it was mailed to FFEO.

Format No Corresponding field Varchar(1)

Allowed Values No Corresponding field Y Inspector completed the RCRA 6002 questionnaire after
the inspection and mailed to FFEO.

N Inspector did not complete the RCRA 6002 questionnaire
after the inspection and did not mailed to FFEO.

Default Value No Corresponding field N Inspector did not complete the RCRA 6002 questionnaire
after the inspection and dis not mailed to FFEO.

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Corresponding field National for EPA evaluations at federal facilitates

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding field N/A

Comments No Corresponding field None

Data Need No Corresponding field RCRA 6002 inspector questionnaire received by FFEO (See PPI# 8
for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding field INSPECTOR_QUESTIONAIRE_RECEIVED

Description No Corresponding field Indicator noting FFEO received a copy of the completed inspector
questionnaire.

Format No Corresponding field Varchar(1)
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Allowed Values No Corresponding field Y FFEO received completed copy of inspector's 
questionnaire.

N FFEO did not received completed copy of inspector's 
questionnaire.

Default Value No Corresponding field N FFEO did not received completed copy of inspector's 
questionnaire.

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Corresponding field National for EPA evaluations at federal facilitates

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding field N/A

Comments No Corresponding field None

Data Need No Corresponding field RCRA 6002 site questionnaire received by FFEO (See PPI# 8 for
details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding field SITE_QUESTIONAIRE_RECEIVED

Description No Corresponding field Indicator noting FFEO received a copy of the completed site
questionnaire.

Format No Corresponding field Varchar(1)

Allowed Values No Corresponding field Y FFEO received completed copy of site's  questionnaire.
N FFEO did not received completed copy of site's 

questionnaire.

Default Value No Corresponding field N FFEO did not received completed copy of site's 
questionnaire.

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Corresponding field National for EPA evaluations at federal facilitates

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding field N/A

Comments No Corresponding field None

Data Need No Corresponding field The date that an information request was sent (See PPI# 7 for
details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding field INFORMATION_REQUEST_DATE

Description No Corresponding field The actual date the information request is signed.

Format No Corresponding field Date
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Allowed Values No Corresponding field Valid date

Default Value No Corresponding field Today's date

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Corresponding field Shared

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding field N/A

Comments No Corresponding field None

Data Need No Corresponding field The date that an information request response was received from the
site. (See PPI# 7 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding field INFO_REQUEST_RECEIVED_DATE

Description No Corresponding field The actual date a response is received from the site. 

Format No Corresponding field Date

Allowed Values No Corresponding field Valid date

Default Value No Corresponding field Today's date

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Corresponding field Shared

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding field N/A

Comments No Corresponding field None

Data Need No Corresponding field Compliance Assistance Evaluation Noted Problems (See PPI# 4 for
details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding field COMPLIANCE_ASSISTANCE_PROBLEMS_FOUND

Description No Corresponding field Response to the question: Did this Compliance Assistance Evaluation
note any problems? 

Format No Corresponding field CHAR(1)

Allowed Values No Corresponding field Y - Yes, problems were found.
N - No, problems were not found.
U - Undetermined, Agency may still be determining whether
problems existed.

Default Value No Corresponding field N - No, problems were not found.
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Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Corresponding field National

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding field None

Comments No Corresponding field None

Data Need No Corresponding field FCI Focus Areas (See PPI# 6 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding field FCI_FOCUS_AREAS

Description No Corresponding field Focus areas which the Focused Compliance Inspection (FCI)
concentrated on. 

Format No Corresponding field CHAR(3)

Allowed Values No Corresponding field BIF Boiler/Industrial Furnace Inspection: Inspections focused
on compliance with regulatory requirements for boilers and
industrial furnaces.

CAR Corrective Action/Remediation Oversight: Inspections
focused on the oversight of corrective action or State
remediation activities.  Use this code only when the
oversight does not represent an evaluation of the site’s
compliance with the corrective action requirements
present in a permit or order (definition of CAO Evaluation
Type).

CCI Subpart CC Inspection: Inspections focused on compliance
with air emission standards for tanks, surface
impoundments, and containers as covered in 40 CFR 264
and 265, subparts CC.

CFI Commercial Facility Inspection: Focused inspection at a
commercial facility (i.e., sites covered under the EPA Off-
Site Policy) that does not constitute a CEI.

CPC Closure/Post-Closure Inspection: Inspections focused on
oversight of closure/ post-closure activities, including
certification of closure/post-closure activities, including
certification of closure/post-closure.

DOS Definition of Solid Waste: Inspections to verify
information related to variance requests, delisting,
solid/hazardous waste determination, speculative
accumulation, etc.

EMR Emergency Response Activity: RCRA activities related to
emergency response and subsequent clean-up.

IEI Import/Export Inspection: Inspections to evaluate
regulatory compliance for hazardous waste imports and
exports.

INC Hazardous Waste Incinerator Inspection:
Inspection/observation of  other incinerator activities.
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ISI Inactive Site Inspection: Inspections to verify the status of
a site.  This code should only be used when the site’s status
was verified as inactive.

LDR Land Ban Restrictions: Inspections focused on compliance
with the land ban restrictions.
Note this Focus Area is only for use with historical
evaluations.  THIS WILL NOT BE ALLOWED FOR
NEW EVALUATIONS.

PTB Performance Test (Trial Burn): Inspection to evaluate
trial burn performance.

PTX Performance Test (Subpart X): Inspection to evaluate
performance under Subpart X requirements.

RTI Remote Transporter Inspection: Inspections of a
transporter’s vehicle and associated manifesting
documentation from a remote location  (i.e., in transit).

THI TSD HWMU Inspection: Compliance monitoring
inspections focused on specific regulatory requirements of
Hazardous Waste Management Units (tanks, surface
impoundments, drip pads, etc.).

UIC Underground Injection Control: Evaluation of compliance
with underground injection control requirements.

UOI Used Oil Inspection: Inspections focused on compliance
with the Used Oil regulations as covered by 40 CFR 279.

UWR Universal Waste Rule Inspection: Inspections focused on
compliance with the Universal Waste Rule as covered by
40 CFR 273.

Default Value No Corresponding field blank

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No Corresponding field Optional

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding field Yes

Comments No Corresponding field LBN: this Focus Area is only for use with historical evaluations. 
THIS WILL NOT BE ALLOWED FOR NEW EVALUATIONS.
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Violation Data

Current RCRAInfo Proposed Changes                                        

Data Need Violation Activity Location No Change

Oracle Column Name ACTIVITY_LOCATION No Change

Description Indicates the location of the agency regulating the activity Indicates the location of the regulated site where the violation
occurred.

Format CHAR(2) No Change

Allowed Values State postal code No Change

Default Value None No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes No No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need Violation Sequence Number No Change    

Oracle Column Name VIOLATION_SEQ No Change

Description System-generated sequence number for each violation record. No Change

Format VARCHAR2(4) No Change

Allowed Values 0001 - 9999 (must be zero-filled) No Change

Default Value None No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Released Yes No Change

Comments None No Change

Data Need Agency which Determined Violation Definitional change and a new value added  (See PPI# 14 for
details)                                                             

Oracle Column Name DETERMINED_BY_AGENCY No Change
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Description The agency which actually determined the violation. No Change

Format CHAR(1) No Change

Allowed Values S - State S - State:  Responsible agency is the State/Tribe/Territory.

B - State contractor. This category also includes county organizations or
State or local organizations which conduct evaluations on the State's
behalf.

DELETED

Note: Contractors/Grantees can conduct evaluations on behalf of the
agency, but they can not determine violations.  The determining of
violations is an agency function, therefore, violations linked to
agency type “B” will be coded as “S” for the violation agency.  This
will allow the States to be able to modify the violation.

E - EPA personnel E - EPA:  Responsible agency is the United States Environmental
Protection Agency.

C - EPA contractor DELETED

Note: Contractors/Grantees can conduct evaluations on behalf of the
agency, but they can not determine violations.  The determining of
violations is an agency function, therefore, violations linked to
agency type “C” will be coded as “E” for the violation agency.  This
will allow the EPA Region to be able to modify the violation.

X - Oversight-by-EPA for oversight purposes (i.e., to evaluate the
quality of the State's compliance and enforcement program) is considered
to be an oversight inspection.

DELETED

Default Value None No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes No No Change

Released Yes, unless CLASS_TYPE = 'P' or enforcement sensitive because it has
not been addressed by an enforcement action or if the only enforcement
action addressing it is enforcement sensitive.

Yes

Comments: Only the agency listed in the RESPONSIBLE_AGENCY column will be
allowed to  update the violation's actual compliance date and
return-to-compliance qualifier type. If  the agency which determined the
violation refers the violation to another agency, then this value will be
different than the RESPONSIBLE_AGENCY field.

* B: This category also includes county organizations or State or local
organizations which conduct evaluations on the State's behalf.

Note- No Implementer-defined values will be allowed for Agency
values.
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** X: Oversight-by-EPA for oversight purposes, i.e. to evaluate the
quality of the State's compliance and enforcement program, is considered
to be an oversight inspection.

Data Need Date Violation Was Determined Definitional change  (See PPI# 11 for details)

Oracle Column Name DETERMINED_DATE No Change

Description Date that a determination is made that the violation exists. This is not
necessarily the same date as the date of the inspection or evaluation; for
example, when the agency receives sample results or a legal
determination.

The determined date should be the actual date the implementing
agency determines that a violation has occurred, based on having all
appropriate information available for making that determination. 
This date must be on or after the evaluation start date and on or
before the enforcement action date.

Format DATE No Change

Allowed Values Valid date on or after the Evaluation Date but on or before today's date. No Change

Default Value Evaluation date No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Released Yes, unless CLASS_TYPE = 'P' or enforcement sensitive because it has
not been addressed by an enforcement action or if the only enforcement
action addressing it is enforcement sensitive.

Yes

Comments: This field is blank if the record represents a pending violation (i.e., if
there is a 'P' in Class of Violation).

No Change

Data Need Actual Return to Compliance Date No Change

Oracle Column Name ACTUAL_RTC_DATE No Change

Description The date the agency determines that the handler demonstrated full
physical compliance (the date compliance was verified). The handler will
be considered to be out-of-full-physical-compliance until the actual
returned to compliance date has been determined. Actual returned to
compliance date does not necessarily mean that all enforcement actions
are completed for this violation. For violations of omission (such as not
manifesting a load of waste) the actual returned to compliance date is the
date of a written commitment by the handler to comply in the future or
the day of conviction in a criminal action. Penalty payment is not a
condition of full physical compliance; however if non-payment is the
only violation then the actual returned to compliance date is the date
that payment is received.

No Change
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Format DATE No Change

Allowed Values Valid date on or after the Date Violation Was Determined but on or
before today's date.

No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Released Yes, unless CLASS_TYPE = 'P' or enforcement sensitive because it has
not been addressed by an enforcement action or if the only enforcement
action addressing it is enforcement sensitive.

Yes

Comments: Because of the verification requirement, Actual Return to Compliance
Date will rarely match Scheduled Compliance Date.

Where orders address multiple violations, program implementers may
not verify physical compliance for all violations until the handler
indicates that all violations have been corrected.

For Class of Violation equal to 'P', Actual Return to Compliance Date is
blank.

Because of the verification requirement, Actual Return to
Compliance Date will rarely match Scheduled Compliance Date.

Where orders address multiple violations, program implementers may
not verify physical compliance for all violations until the site
indicates that all violations have been corrected.

Data Need Violation Responsible Agency Definitional change and a new value added   (See PPI# 14 for
details)                                                             

Oracle Column Name RESPONSIBLE_AGENCY No Change

Description Code indicating the agency responsible for the violation (or outcome of
the pending violation if Class of Violation is 'P').

No Change

Format CHAR(1) No Change

Allowed Values S - State S - State  Responsible agency is the State.

B - State contractor. This category also includes county organizations or
State or local organizations which conduct evaluations on the State's
behalf.

B - State Contractor  Responsible agency is a State/Tribe/Territory
agency through use of a contractor or grantee.  Includes other
State/Tribe/Territory, county, and local organizations which conduct
evaluations on the State/Tribe/Territory behalf.

E - EPA personnel E - EPA  Responsible agency is the United States Environmental
Protection Agency.

C - EPA contractor C - EPA Contractor  Responsible agency is the United States
Environmental Protection Agency through use of a contractor
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grantee.

X - Oversight-by-EPA for oversight purposes (i.e., to evaluate the
quality of the State's compliance and enforcement program) is considered
to be an oversight inspection.

DELETED

Default Value Value of DETERMINED_BY_AGENCY No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes No No

Released Yes, unless CLASS_TYPE = 'P' or enforcement sensitive because it has
not been addressed by an enforcement action or if the only enforcement
action addressing it is enforcement sensitive.

Yes

Comments: * B: This category also includes county organizations or State or local
organizations which conduct evaluations on the State's behalf.

** X: Oversight-by-EPA for oversight purposes, i.e. to evaluate the
quality of the State's compliance and enforcement program, is considered
to be an oversight inspection.

Data Need Return to Compliance Qualifier Definitional change (See PPI# 14 for details)

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_RTC_QUALIRTC_QUALIFIER_T No Change

Description Indicates the conditions under which actual compliance was observed. No Change

Format CHAR(1) No Change

Allowed Values D - DOCUMENTED  Facility demonstrated that it is in full physical
compliance by filing appropriate documentation with the agency.

D - DOCUMENTED: Site demonstrated that it is in full physical
compliance by filing appropriate documentation with the
implementing agency.

O - OBSERVED  Verified that this violation is now in full physical
compliance. This was the meaning in RCRIS when an RTC
(CEV_ACT_DTE) was entered.

O - OBSERVED: Verified by on-site inspection that this violation is
now in full physical compliance.

N - NOT RESOLVABLE  There is no further legal action which the
agency can pursue to compel the facility to bring the violation into full
physical compliance.

N - Not Resolvable - Situations where, although the original
violations may still exist or may never have been corrected, there is
no further legal action that the agency can pursue to compel the site
to bring the violation into full physical compliance.  Therefore, the
open status of the violation is being closed out.  Examples of
circumstances that could considered "not resolvable" include, among
others, scenarios involving bankruptcy (company has no financial
means to continue efforts to return to compliance), statute of
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limitations restrictions, and violations which were referred from
RCRA to CERCLA (enforcement type 830), Referrals to other
RCRA Programs (enforcement type 850), or Referrals Other
Programs  (enforcement type 860). 

S - STALE   Violation is too old and minor to worry about, therefore
close it out.

DELETED.

U - UNOBSERVED  Violation is no longer there. Cannot find this
violation or one like it at the site, therefore it must be in full physical
compliance (e.g., the violation is for a drum that was not labeled, and,
since all the drums at the site are now labeled, can no longer tell if any of
the drums at the site now are the actual non-labeled drum referred to in
the violation.)

U - Unverifiable - Situations where it is not possible to verify
whether or not the original violation still exists or if it was ever
corrected and returned to compliance.  This would apply to a variety
of scenarios, including: (a) a site is closed and out of business; (b) a
facility's permit has expired and the regulated activity is no longer
being conducted; (c) a site's operational status has changed from
active to inactive; and (d) a site appears to be in full physical
compliance but correction of the original violation can not be
validated (e.g., the violation was for an unlabeled drum and, based on
subsequent inspection, all observed drums on-site are now labeled but
it is not possible to determine if the original drum observed to be
unlabeled is among the drums currently on-site).

Default Value O - OBSERVED No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes No No

Released Yes, unless CLASS_TYPE = 'P' or enforcement sensitive because it has
not been addressed by an enforcement action or if the only enforcement
action addressing it is enforcement sensitive.

Yes

Comments: Return to Compliance Qualifier is required if an Actual RTC Date is
entered.

The value "O" (observed) was used for ALL RTC violations brought
forward from RCRIS

None

Data Need Violation Priority DELETED (See PPI# 14 for details)

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_PRIORITYPRIORITY_TYPE DELETED

Description A code indicating the relative priority assigned to a violation. DELETED       

Format CHAR(1) DELETED       

Allowed Values  A - Z Implementer-defined
 0 - 8 Implementer-defined

DELETED       
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 9 Nationally defined

Default Value Blank DELETED        

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No DELETED       

Implementer-defined Codes Yes DELETED       

Released Yes, unless CLASS_TYPE = 'P' or enforcement sensitive because it has
not been addressed by an enforcement action or if the only enforcement
action addressing it is enforcement sensitive.

DELETED       

Comments: Prior to the implementation of the revised FY97 Enforcement Response
Policy (ERP), '9' indicated a High Priority Violator Status. All other
values (0 to 8 and A to Z) are assigned by the implementing agency and
may be part of the inspection/evaluation report. Since FY97, priority is
no longer a required field and its absence does not indicate anything
regarding the priority of the violation.

DELETED       

Data Need Class of Violation DELETED (See PPI# 14 for details)

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_CLASSCLASS_TYPE DELETED

Description Code indicating the relative severity of the violation discovered as a
result of an evaluation or the pending nature of a potential violation.
The determination of class may be part of the inspection or evaluation
report prepared by the person identifying the violation or by a person
reviewing the inspection or evaluation report.

DELETED       

Format CHAR(1) DELETED       

Allowed Values Prior to FY97 Descriptions were:

1 Class 1. Deviations from regulations, or provisions of
compliance orders, consent agreements, consent decrees or
permit conditions which could result in a failure to:
(a) Assure that hazardous waste is destined for and delivered to
authorized treatment, storage, or disposal facilities (TSDFs);
or
(b) Prevent releases of hazardous waste or constituents, both
during the active and any applicable post-closure periods of
the facility operation where appropriate; or
(c) Assure early detection of such releases; or
(d) Perform emergency clean-up operation or other corrective
action for releases.

2 Class 2. Any violation of a RCRA requirement that does not
meet the criteria above for Class 1 violations.

DELETED
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P Class P. The Violation File record represents a pending or
potential violation subject to determination when lab sample
results or legal determination becomes available. (See
Determined Date definition when Class of Violation is 'P').

Default Value Blank DELETED

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

No DELETED

Implementer-defined Codes Yes DELETED

Released Yes, unless CLASS_TYPE = 'P' or enforcement sensitive because it has
not been addressed by an enforcement action or if the only enforcement
action addressing it is enforcement sensitive.

DELETED

Comments: None DELETED

Data Need Citation Citation (See PPI# 13 for details)

Oracle Column Name CITATION No Change

Description Citation from Federal or State regulations or statutes that specifies a
violation or pending violation in sufficient detail to distinguish it from
other violations intended to be addressed separately by other
enforcement actions. These regulation numbers or citations can be found
in the Code of Federal Regulations or in State regulation publications.
They should be part of the inspection or evaluation report prepared by
the person identifying the violation. New violations do not supersede
resolved violations of the same regulation.

No Change

Format VARCHAR2(30) No Change

Allowed Values N/A Drop down box for federal regulations and federal statutes, and a
choice of State maintained drop down box or free  form text box for
all other citation types.

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

Yes, if VIOLATION_CITATION = 266.102, 266.103, 266.104,
266.105, 266.106, 266.107, 266.111

Optional for all.

Implementer-defined Codes Yes Yes

Released Yes, unless CLASS_TYPE = 'P' or enforcement sensitive because it has
not been addressed by an enforcement action or if the only enforcement
action addressing it is enforcement sensitive.

Yes
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Comments: None Will allow multiple per violation.

Data Need Citation Type Definitional clarification and a new value added (See PPI# 14 for
details)

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_CITATION_CITATION_TYPE No Change

Description Code indicating the origin of the citation listed in regulation violated. No Change

Format CHAR(2) No Change

Allowed Values FR - Federal regulations FR - Federal regulations:  Citations of the federal regulations in 40
CFR.

SR - State regulations SR - State regulations:  Citations of State regulations.

FS - Federal statutes FS - Federal statutes:  Citations of the federal statute (RCRA).

SS - State statutes SS - State statutes : Citations of a State statute.

PC - Permit condition PC - Permit condition:  Citations of conditions and requirements of a
RCRA permit.

No Corresponding field OC - Order Condition:  Citations of terms or conditions of a formal
enforceable action.

Default Value None No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

Yes Optional

Implementer-defined Codes Yes No

Released Yes, unless CLASS_TYPE = 'P' or enforcement sensitive because it has
not been addressed by an enforcement action or if the only enforcement
action addressing it is enforcement sensitive.

Yes

Comments: None Will allow multiple per violation.

Data Need Violation Responsible Person Identifier DELETED (See PPI# 14 for details)

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_STAFFPERSON_IDENTIFIER DELETED

Description Code indicating the person responsible for determining that the violation
exists (or responsible for determining the outcome of the pending
violation if Class of Violation is 'P').

DELETED

Format CHAR(2) DELETED
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Allowed Values N/A DELETED

Default Value Blank DELETED

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No DELETED

Implementer-defined Codes Yes DELETED

Released Yes, unless CLASS_TYPE = 'P' or enforcement sensitive because it has
not been addressed by an enforcement action or if the only enforcement
action addressing it is enforcement sensitive.

DELETED

Comments: None DELETED

Data Need Area of Violation Definitional change and new values added (See PPI# 14 for details)

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_EVALUATIOAREA_TYPE No Change

Description Code to indicate the specific monitoring requirements area of a handler
which is evaluated, and found to be in violation with RCRA
regulations/statutes. Areas generally correspond to subparts of CFR 40.
Parts 262 for generators, 263 for transporters, and 264/265 for TSDs.

No Change

Format CHAR(3) CHAR(5)

Allowed Values BCE BIF Standards To Control Emissions
BDT BIF Standards For Direct Transfer
BIS BIF Interim Status Standards
BPS BIF Permit Standards
BRR BIF Standards For Regulation Of Residue
CAS TSD--Corrective Action Compliance Schedule
CSS Compliance Schedule Violation
DCH TSD--Chemical/Physical/Biological Requirements
DCL TSD--Closure/Post-Closure Requirements

DCP TSD--Contingency Plan Requirements
DFR TSD--Financial Responsibility Requirements
DGS TSD--General Standards
DGW TSD--Groundwater Monitoring Requirements
DIA Incinerator Waste Analysis
DIN TSD--Incineration Requirements
DLB TSD--Land Ban Requirements
DLF TSD--Landfills Requirements

DLT TSD--Land Treatment Requirements
DMC TSD--Containers Requirements

260A HW Management System-General: General requirements as
covered in 40CFR 260 Subpart A.

260B HW Management System-Definitions: General
requirements as covered in 40CFR 260 Subpart B.

260C HW Management System-Rulemaking Petitions: General
requirements as covered in 40CFR 260 Subpart C.

261A Listing-General: General HW identification and listing
requirements as covered in 40CFR 261 Subpart A.

261B Listing-Criteria: Criteria for identifying the characteristics
of HW and for listing HW as covered in 40CFR 261
Subpart B.

261C Listing-Characteristics: Characteristics of HW
identification as covered in 40CFR 261 Subpart C.

261D Listing-Lists of HW: Lists of HW as covered in 40CFR
261 Subpart D.

262A Generators-General: General requirements for Generators as
covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart A.

262B Generators-Manifest: Manifest requirements for Generators
as covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart B.

262C Generators-Pre-Transport: Pre-transport requirements for
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DMI Incinerator Monitoring and Inspection
DMR TSD--Manifest Requirements

DOP Incinerator Operating Requirements
DOR TSD--Other Requirements (Implementer Only)
DOT TSD--Other Requirements (Oversight Level)
DPB TSD--Part B Permit Application
DPP TSD--Preparedness/Prevention Requirements
DPS Incinerator Performance Standards
DSI TSD--Surface Impoundments Requirements
DTR TSD--Tanks Requirements

DTT TSD--Thermal Treatment Requirements
DWP TSD--Waste Piles Requirements
FEA Formal Enforcement Agreement
GER Generator--All Requirements (Oversight level)
GGR Generator--General Requirements (Implementer only)
GLB Generator--Land Ban Requirement
GMR Generator--Manifest Requirements
GOR Generator--Other Requirement
GPT Generator--Pre-Transport Requirements

GRR Generator--Record-keeping Requirements
GSC Generator--Special Conditions
GSQ Generator--Small Quantity Generator Requirements
TGR Transporter--General Requirements
TMR Transporter--Manifest/Record-keeping Requirements
TOR Transporter--Other Requirements
TRR Transporter--All Requirements (Oversight level)
TWD Transporter--Hazardous Waste Discharges

Generators as covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart C.
262D Generators-Records/Reporting: Recordkeeping and

reporting requirements for Generators as covered in 40CFR
262 Subpart D.

262E Generators-Exports: Export requirements for Generators as
covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart E

262F Generators-Imports: Import requirements for Generators as
covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart F.

262G Generators-Farmers: Generator requirements for farmers as
covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart G.

262H Generators-Transfrontier Shipments for Recovery:
Generator requirements for transfrontier shipments of
hazardous waste for recovery within the OECD as covered
in 40CFR 262 Subpart H.

262I Generators-NY State Public Utilities Project XL:
Generator requirements for the New York State Public
Utilities Project XL as covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart I.

262J Generators-University Laboratories XL Project: Generator
requirements for the University Laboratories XL Project as
covered in 40CFR 262 Subpart J.

263A Transporters-General: General requirements for
transporters as covered in 40CFR 263 Subpart A.

263B Transporters-Manifest and Recordkeeping: Manifest and
recordkeeping requirements for transporters as covered in
40CFR 263 Subpart B.

263C Transporters-HW Discharges: Transporter requirements
for managing hazardous waste discharges as covered in
40CFR 263 Subpart C.

264A TSD-General: General requirements for Treatment,
Storage, and Disposal facilities (TSDs) as covered in
40CFR 264 Subpart A.

264B TSD-General Facility Standards: General facility standards
for TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart B.

264C TSD-Preparedness and Prevention: Preparedness and
prevention standards for TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264
Subpart C.

264D TSD-Contingency Plan and Emergency Procedures:
Contingency plan and emergency standards for TSDs as
covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart D.

264E TSD-Manifest/Records/Reporting: Manifest system,
recordkeeping, and reporting requirements for TSDs as
covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart E.

264F TSD-Releases from SWMUs: Standards governing releases
from solid waste management units as covered in 40CFR
Subpart F.
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264G TSD-Closure/Post-Closure: Closure and post-closure
standards for TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart G.

264H TSD-Financial Requirements: Financial requirements for
TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart H.

264I TSD-Container Use and Management: Standards for use
and management of containers by TSDs as covered in
40CFR 264 Subpart I.

264J TSD-Tank System Standards: Standards for TSD tank
systems as covered in 40 CFR Subpart J.

264K TSD-Surface Impoundment Standards: Standards for TSD
surface impoundments as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart K.

264L TSD-Waste Pile Standards: Waste pile requirements for
TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart L.

264M TSD-Land Treatment Standards: TSD standards for land
treatment as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart M. 

264N TSD-Landfill Standards: Landfill standards for TSDs as
covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart N.

264O TSD-Incinerator Standards: Incinerator standards for TSDs
as covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart O.

264S TSD-Corrective Action for SWMUs: Standards for
Corrective Action at TSD solid waste management units as
covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart S.

264W TSD-Drip Pad Standards: Drip pad standards for TSDs as
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart W.

264X TSD-Miscellaneous Units Standards: Standards for
miscellaneous units at TSDs as covered by 40CFR 264
Subpart X.

264AA TSD-Air Emission Standards-Process Vents: Air emission
standards for process vents at TSDs as covered in 40CFR
264 Subpart AA.

264BB TSD-Air Emission Standards-Equipment Leaks: Air
emission standards for equipment leaks at TSDs as covered
in 40CFR 264 Subpart BB.

264CC TSD-Air Emission Standards-Tanks/Surface
Impoundments/Containers: Air emission standards for
tanks, surface impoundment, and containers at TSDs as
covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart CC.

264DD TSD-Containment Building Standards: Containment
building standards for TSDs as covered in 40CFR 264
Subpart DD.

264EE TSD-Munitions/Explosives Storage: Hazardous waste
munitions and explosives storage standards for TSDs as
covered in 40CFR 264 Subpart EE.

265A TSD Interim Status-General: General requirements for
TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart
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A.
265B TSD Interim Status-General Facility Standards: General

facility standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in
40CFR 265 Subpart B.

265C TSD Interim Status-Preparedness and Prevention:
Preparedness and prevention requirements for TSDs in
Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart C.

265D TSD Interim Status-Contingency Plan and Emergency
Procedures: Contingency plan and emergency procedures
requirements for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in
40CFR 265 Subpart D.

265E TSD Interim Status-Manifest/Records/Reporting: Manifest,
recordkeeping and reporting requirements for TSDs in
Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart E.

265F TSD Interim Status- Ground-Water Monitoring: Ground -
water monitoring requirements for TSDs in Interim Status
as covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart F.

265G TSD Interim Status-Closure/Post-Closure: Closure and
post-closure requirements for TSDs in Interim Status as
covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart G.

265H TSD Interim Status- Financial Requirements: Financial
requirements for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in
40CFR 265 Subpart H.

265I TSD Interim Status-Container Use and Management:
Container use and management requirements for TSDs in
Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart I.

265J TSD Interim Status-Tank System Standards: Tank system
standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR
265 Subpart J.

265K TSD Interim Status-Surface Impoundment Standards:
Surface Impoundment standards for TSDs in Interim Status
as covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart K.

265L TSD Interim Status-Waste Pile Standards: Waste pile
standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR
265 Subpart L.

265M TSD Interim Status-Land Treatment Standards: Land
treatment standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered
in 40CFR 265 Subpart M.

265N TSD Interim Status-Landfill Standards: Landfill standards
for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265
Subpart N.

265O TSD Interim Status-Incinerator Standards: Incinerator
standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR
265 Subpart O.

265P TSD Interim Status- Thermal Treatment: Thermal
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treatment standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered
in 40CFR 265 Subpart P.

265Q TSD Interim Status-Chemical, Physical, and Biological
Treatment: Chemical, physical, and biological treatment
standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR
265 Subpart Q.

265R TSD Interim Status-Underground Injection: Underground
injection standards for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in
40CFR 265 Subpart R.

265W TSD Interim Status-Drip Pad Standards: Drip pad standards
for TSDs in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265
Subpart W.

265AA TSD Interim Status-Air Emission Standards-Process Vents:
Air emission standards for process vents at TSDs in
Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart AA.

265BB TSD Interim Status-Air Emission Standards- Equipment
Leaks: Air emission standards for equipment leaks at TSDs
in Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart BB.

265CC TSD Interim Status-Air Emission Standards-Tanks/Surface
Impoundments/Containers: Air emission standards for
tanks, surface impoundments, and containers at TSDs in
Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart CC.

265DD TSD Interim Status-Containment Building Standards:
Containment building standards for TSDs in Interim Status
as covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart DD.

265EE TSD Interim Status-Munitions/Explosives Storage:
Standards for munitions and explosives storage at TSDs in
Interim Status as covered in 40CFR 265 Subpart EE.

266C Specific-Use Constituting Disposal: Standards for
management of recyclable materials used in a manner
constituting disposal as covered in 40CFR 266 Subpart C.

266F Specific-Precious Metal Recovery: Standards for
management of recyclable materials utilized for precious
metal recovery as covered in 40CFR 266 Subpart F.

266G Specific-Batteries Reclaimed: Standards for management of
spent lead-acid batteries being reclaimed as covered in
40CFR266 Subpart G.

266H Specific-Boilers and Industrial Furnaces: Standards for
management of hazardous waste burned in boilers and
industrial furnaces as covered in 40CFR 266 Subpart H.

266M Specific-Military Munitions: Standards for management of
military munitions as covered in 40CFR 266 Subpart M.

266N Specific-Mixed Waste Exemption: Standards for
conditional exemption for low-level mixed  waste storage,
treatment, transportation, and disposal as covered in 40



Current RCRAInfo Proposed Changes                                        

300November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

CFR Subpart N.
266O Specific-US Filter Recovery Services XL Waste: Standards

applicable to U.S. Filter Recovery Services XL Waste and
U.S. Filter Recovery Services, Inc. as covered in 40CFR
266 Subpart O.

268A LDR-General: General Land Disposal Restriction
requirements as covered by 40 CFR 268 Subpart A.

268B LDR-Schedule: Schedule for land disposal prohibition and
establishment of treatment standards as covered by 40 CFR
268 Subpart B.

268C LDR-Prohibitions: Prohibitions on land disposal as covered
by 40 CFR 268 Subpart C.

268D LDR-Treatment Standards: Treatment standards for Land
Disposal Restrictions as covered by 40 CFR 268 Subpart D.

268E LDR-Storage Prohibitions: Storage prohibitions for Land
Disposal Restrictions as covered by 40 CFR 268 Subpart E.

270A Permits-General Information: General information and
requirements for a hazardous waste permit as covered in
40CFR 270 Subpart A.

270B Permits-Application: Application requirements for a
hazardous waste permit as covered in 40CFR 270 Subpart
B.

270C Permits-Conditions: Permit conditions for a hazardous
waste permit as covered in 40CFR 270 Subpart C.

270D Permits-Changes: Changes to hazardous waste permits as
covered in 40CFR 270 Subpart D.

270E Permits-Expiration and Continuation: Expiration and
continuation of hazardous waste permits as covered in
40CFR 270 Subpart E.

270F Permits-Special Forms: Special forms of hazardous waste
permits as covered in 40CFR 270 Subpart F.

270G Permits-Interim Status: Interim status standards for a
hazardous waste permit as covered in 40CFR 270 Subpart
G.

270H Permits-Remedial Action Plans: Remedial action plans
(RAPs) as covered in 40CFR 270 Subpart H.

270I Permits-MACT Standards: Integration with Maximum
Achievable Control Technology (MACT) Standards as
covered in 40CFR 270 Subpart I.

273A Universal Waste-General: General requirements for
management of universal waste as covered in 40CFR 273
Subpart A.

273B Universal Waste-Small Quantity Handlers: Standards for
small quantity handlers of universal waste as covered in
40CFR 273 Subpart B.
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273C Universal Waste-Large Quantity Handlers: Standards for
large quantity handlers of universal waste as covered in
40CFR 273 Subpart C.

273D Universal Waste-Transporters: Standards for transporters
of universal waste as covered in 40CFR 273 Subpart D.

273E Universal Waste-Destination Facilities: Standards for
destination facilities of universal waste as covered in
40CFR 273 Subpart E.

273F Universal Waste-Import Requirements: Import
requirements for universal waste as covered in 40CFR 273
Subpart F.

273G Universal Waste-Petitions to Include Other Wastes:
Requirements for petitions to include other wastes as
covered in 40CFR 273 Subpart G.

279A Used Oil-Definitions: Definitions applicable to the
standards for management of used oil as covered in 40CFR
279 Subpart A.

279B Used Oil-Applicability: Applicability of the standards for
management of used oil as covered in 40CFR 279 Subpart
B.

279C Used Oil-Generators: Standards for used oil generators as
covered in 40CFR 279 Subpart C.

279D Used Oil-Collection Centers and Aggregation Points:
Standards for used oil collection centers and aggregation
points as covered in 40CFR 279 Subpart D.

279E Used Oil-Transporter and Transfer Facilities: Standards for
used oil transporters and transfer facilities as covered in
40CFR 279 Subpart E.

279F Used Oil-Processors and Re-Refiners: Standards for used oil
processors and re-refiners as covered in 40CFR 279 Subpart
F.

279G Used Oil-Burners of Off-Spec for Energy Recovery:
Standards for used oil burners who burn off-specification
used oil for energy recovery as covered in 40CFR 279
Subpart G.

279H Used Oil-Fuel Marketers: Standards for used oil fuel
marketers as covered in 40CFR 279 Subpart H.

279I Used Oil-Dust Suppressant and Disposal: Standards for use
as a dust suppressant and disposal of used oil as covered in
40CFR 279 Subpart I.

FEA Formal Enforcement Agreement or Order: Violation of a
formal enforcement agreement or order.

XXS State Statute or Regulation: State statutory or regulatory
requirements that are broader-in-scope than federal RCRA
requirements.
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Default Value None None

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes Yes No

Released Yes, unless CLASS_TYPE = 'P' or enforcement sensitive because it has
not been addressed by an enforcement action or if the only enforcement
action addressing it is enforcement sensitive.

Yes

Comments: A specific violation detected within a violation area is uniquely identified
to the users by: Class of Violation, Area of Violation, and Citation
elements

NOTES: 
The "FEA" can  represent:
  1. Failure to pay penalty.
  2. Other 'administrative' violations not tied to RCRA regulations.
   3. Omnibus 'bad actor' violations.

The "CSS" code  indicates:
  1. Compliance Schedule for other than Corrective Action Schedule.
  2. Compliance Schedule associated with an Enforcement Action.

Incinerator codes (DIA, DPS, DOP, DMI) and BIF codes (BRR, BPS,
BIS, BCE, BDT) began being inputted into RCRIS FY94.

Note- these violation coverage area codes are intended to capture the
respective regulatory coverage areas covered by the applicable federal
regulations as well as the corresponding areas of State regulations.

Note  -  Implementers who are broader-in-scope will be able to use
Violation Coverage Area code XXS.  Additional clarification should
be addressed through use of the Citation field.  No Implementer-
defined values will be allowed  for Violation Coverage Area codes.

Data Need Violation Responsible Suborganization DELETED (See PPI# 14 for details)

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_SUBORGANISUBORGANIZATION DELETED

Description Code indicating the branch/district within the agency responsible for
determining the violation (or outcome of the pending violation if Class
of Violation is 'P').

DELETED

Format VARCHAR2(10) DELETED

Allowed Values N/A DELETED

Default Value Blank DELETED

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No DELETED

Implementer-defined Codes Yes DELETED
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Released Yes DELETED

Comments: None DELETED

Data Need Violation Notes No Change

Oracle Column Name NOTES No Change

Description Additional description of the violation. No Change

Format VARCHAR2(240) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes No No Change

Comments: None No Change



304November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

Compliance Schedule Data

Current RCRAInfo Proposed Changes                                        

Data Need Scheduled Compliance Date No Change

Oracle Column Name COMPLIANCE_SCHED_DATE No Change

Description Date by which the site is to submit to the agency its documentation
that the violation has been brought into compliance. Scheduled
response dates are specified in enforcement actions as the compliance
schedule. If a number of activities are to be performed according to a
compliance schedule with more than one date, enter the date of the last
action to be taken by the site to return to compliance.

No Change

Format Date No Change

Allowed Values Valid date No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Released Yes No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need Compliance Schedule Notes No Change

Oracle Column Name NOTES No Change

Description Additional description of the compliance schedule. No Change

Format VARCHAR2(240) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes No No Change

Comments: None No Change
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Enforcement Data

Current RCRAInfo Proposed Changes                                        

Data Need Enforcement Activity Location No Change

Oracle Column Name ACTIVITY_LOCATION No Change

Description Indicates the location of the agency regulating the activity. No Change

Format CHAR(2) No Change

Allowed Values State postal code No Change

Default Value None No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Released Yes, if ENFORCEMENT_TYPE is not enforcement sensitive. No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need Enforcement Sequence Number No Change    

Oracle Column Name ENFORCEMENT_SEQ No Change

Description Name or number assigned by the implementing agency to uniquely
identify an enforcement.

No Change

Format VARCHAR2(3) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value None No Change

Nationally Required/
Type Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Released Yes No Change

Comments None No Change

Data Need Date of Enforcement Action Initial Action Filing Date (See PPI # 19 for details)
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Oracle Column Name ENFORCEMENT_DATE INITIAL_ACTION_FILING_DATE

Description The date enforcement action was issued. For all formal actions
involving written documents, the date should be the same as the date
the document is signed. For an informal action, the date should reflect
the date the handler received actual notification.

The date enforcement action was issued. For all formal actions
involving written documents, the date should be the same as the
date the document is signed. For an informal action, the date should
reflect the date the site received actual notification. 

Format DATE Date

Allowed Values Valid date Valid date.

Default Value None Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes None N/A

Comments: None None.

Data Need No Corresponding value Final Action Filing Date (See PPI # 19 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value FINAL_ACTION_FILING_DATE

Description No Corresponding value The date the agency filed the final action.  (This would have been
the enforcement date for the old RCRAInfo 300 or 600 code
series.)

Format No Corresponding value Date

Allowed Values No Corresponding value Valid date.

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value National

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value N/A

Comments No Corresponding value Business rule: if there is no Initial Action Filing Date at the time
the Final Action Date is entered, the Initial Action Filing Date will
automatically be populated with the Final Action Date. 

Data Need Enforcement Responsible Agency Definitional change and a new value added                               
                                

Oracle Column Name AGENCY No Change
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Description Agency responsible for issuing the enforcement action. No Change

Format CHAR(1) No Change

Allowed Values S - State S - State:  Responsible agency is the State/Tribe/Territory.

E - EPA personnel E - EPA:  Responsible agency is the United States Environmental
Protection Agency.

X - Oversight-by-EPA for oversight purposes (i.e., to evaluate the
quality of the State's compliance and enforcement program) is
considered to be an oversight inspection.

DELETED

Default Value `None No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes No No

Released Yes Yes

Comments: None None

Data Need Attorney No Change

Oracle Column Name ATTORNEY No Change

Description Identifies the attorney within the agency responsible for issuing the
enforcement action.

No Change

Format VARCHAR2(5) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value None No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes Yes No Change

Released No No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need Enforcement Docket Number No Change
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Oracle Column Name DOCKET No Change

Description Notes the relevant docket number which enforcement staff have
assigned for tracking of enforcement actions.

No Change

Format VARCHAR2(15) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need Enforcement Type Definitional change and new values added

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_ENFORCEMEENFORCEMENT_TYP No Change

Description A code that identifies the type of action being taken against a site. No Change

Format CHAR(3) No Change

Allowed Values The Series numbers (100, 200, etc.) are not actual event numbers, but
are included here to show how types of enforcement actions are
grouped.

100 Series - Informal Administrative Actions 

100 Informal Actions   Written and non-written actions that are
communications from EPA or a State agency that notify a
hazardous waste site there is a problem and violations exist.
Informal actions neither propose nor assess penalties.

110 - Verbal Informal 110 Verbal Informal   Oral notification by an agency representative
informing a RCRA hazardous waste site that they violated
applicable laws or requirements.  No further action is taken if the
site achieves compliance in a timely manner.

120 - Written Informal 120 Written Informal   A written notification by an agency
representative informing and notifying a RCRA hazardous waste site
that  they violated applicable laws or requirements, advising the site
of what to correct and by what date the correction should take
place.

No Corresponding value 130 Notice of Determination   A written notification by an agency
representative to a RCRA site in response to the specific site’s self-
disclosure of specific RCRA violations or requirements.

No Corresponding value 140 Letter of Intent to Initiate Enforcement Action   A written
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notification by an agency representative notifying a RCRA
hazardous waste site of further follow-up enforcement action by the
responsible agency. In some instances, these actions may be
considered Notices of Intent or Show Cause Letters.

190 - Combination of above DELETED

200 Series - Initial Formal Administrative Actions 200  Formal  Ac t ions    Enforcement actions issued by the
implementing agency asserting the agency’s position that violations
have occurred and that require hazardous waste sites to correct
violations within a specified period and  propose sanctions.

210 - 3008(a) Compliance Order 210 3008(A) Compliance Order   Enforcement action issued by the
implementing agency asserting the agency’s position that violations
have occurred.  The respondent/defendant is afforded the
opportunity to appeal the agency’s determination of violations to a
trier of fact.  These orders often impose penalties or proposed
penalties.

220 - Imminent Hazard Order 220 Imminent Hazard Order   Enforcement action issued by the
implementing agency addressing situations where violations present
a real or potential imminent risk to public health or the
environment.

230 - Monitoring, Analysis and Testing Order 230 Monitoring, Analysis, Test Order   Enforcement action issued
by the implementing agency addressing violative situations which
require additional monitoring, testing and/or analysis. 

240 - 3008(h) Interim Status Corrective Action Orders (only for
non-HSWA violations)

240 3008(h) I.S. CA Order   Enforcement action issued by the
implementing agency addressing corrective action remediation
needs.

250 - Notice of Non-compliance (federal facilities only) DELETED

No Corresponding value 250 Field Citation   An expedited formal enforcement action
addressing violations observed.  These actions are often issued
directly to a site in the field and assess penalties.  In some instances,
these actions may be considered “tickets”.

290 - Combination of above DELETED

300 Series - Final Formal Administrative Actions DELETED Will become part of 200 series when a Final Action
Date is entered on the 200 series record.

310 - 3008(a) Compliance Order DELETED

320 - Imminent Hazard Order DELETED
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330 - Monitoring, Analysis and Testing Order DELETED

340 - 3008(h) Interim Status Corrective Action Orders (only for
non-HSWA violations)

DELETED

350 - Federal Facility Compliance Agreement DELETED

360 - CERCLA 106 Order DELETED

370 - CERCLA 104 Order DELETED

390 - Combination of above DELETED

400 Series - Judicial Referrals 400 Civil/Judicial Referrals   A formal written request to another
agency or unit of government to proceed with judicial enforcement
(e.g., civil/judicial action).  Actions recorded in the 400 series are
generally followed by filing of formal actions recorded in the 500
series.

410 - Referral to AG 410 Referral to Attorney General   A formal written request to
Attorney General to proceed with judicial enforcement.

420 - Referral to DOJ 420 Referral to Department of Justice   A formal written request to
the Department of Justice to proceed with judicial enforcement.

430 - Referral to District Attorney or City Attorney 4 3 0  R e f e r r a l  t o  D i s t r i c t  A t t o r n e y / C i t y  A t t o r n e y / C o u n t y
Attorney/State Attorney   A formal written request to a District
Attorney, City Attorney, County Attorney, or State Attorney to
proceed with judicial enforcement (all judicial referrals levels lower
than DOJ and AG levels).

490 - Combination of above judicial referrals DELETED

500 Series  - Civil Actions 500  Civil/Judicial Actions   Formal legal actions taken (formally
filed) because of a violation(s) that are not criminal actions that
can require the payment of penalties. Actions recorded in the 500
series are generally initiated as a result of a referral as recorded in
the 400 series.

510 - Civil Action for Compliance 510  Civil/Judicial Action for Compliance and/or Monetary Penalty 
Formal legal actions taken because of a violation(s) that are not
criminal actions that require compliance and/or assessment of
monetary penalties.

520 - Civil Action for Imminent Hazards 520 Civil/Judicial Action for Imminent Hazards   Formal legal
action filed in court to address situations where violations present a
real or potential imminent risk to public health or the environment.
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530 - Civil Actions to Compel Compliance with Previously issued
actions

DELETED

No Corresponding value 530  Civil/Judicial Action for Interim Corrective Action   Formal
legal action filed in court to address situations where violations
require corrective action remediation response.

540 - Civil Action for interim corrective action DELETED

550 - Civil Action for Monetary Penalties DELETED

590 - Combination of above civil actions DELETED

600  Series - Final Judicial Actions DELETED  Will become part of 500 series when a Final Action
Date is entered on the 500 series record.

610 - Consent Decrees DELETED

620 - Judicial Orders DELETED

700 Series - Criminal Actions 700 Criminal Actions   Formal legal actions taken for knowing
violations and knowing endangerments or for placing another
person in imminent danger or death or serious bodily injury.

710 - Criminal Actions 710 Referral to Criminal   A formal request to another agency or
unit of government to proceed with criminal enforcement.

No Corresponding value 720 Criminal Indictment   A written notification advising a
hazardous waste site they have been charged with a criminal
offense.

No Corresponding value 730 Criminal Conviction   A court ruling which finds a hazardous
waste site guilty of a criminal offense.

No Corresponding value 740  Criminal Acquittal   A court ruling which finds a hazardous
waste site not guilty and has been set free from the charge of an
offense by verdict, sentence, or other legal process.

800  Series - Administrative Referrals 800  Administrative Referrals   A formal written request to another
agency or unit of government to proceed with enforcement or to
proceed with compliance investigation.

810 - State to EPA 810  State to EPA Administrative Referral   A formal written
request to EPA from a State to proceed with enforcement.

820 - EPA to State 820  EPA to State Administrative Referral   A formal written
request to a State from EPA to proceed with enforcement.
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830 - EPA RCRA to EPA CERCLA 830  RCRA to CERCLA Administrative Referral   A formal written
request from a State or EPA RCRA program to a State or EPA
CERCLA program

No Corresponding value 840  EPA Regions to EPA HQ Administrative Referral   A formal
written request from an EPA Region(s) to EPA Headquarters (HQ)
that  includes Federal Facilities and/or other cases to be handled at
the HQ level

850 - Federal Facility Referral to EPA HQ DELETED

No Corresponding value 850  Administrative Referrals to Other RCRA Programs A formal
written request from a RCRA regulatory program that is referred to
another RCRA regulatory program, including UST, Corrective
Action, and Municipal Solid Waste.

No Corresponding value 860  Administrative Referrals to Other Programs   A formal written
request from a RCRA regulatory program that is referred to other
regulatory programs such as, Air, Water, OSHA, etc.

890 - Combination of above administrative referrals DELETED

Default Value None None

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes Yes Yes

Released The following are enforcement sensitive:
400 - 499 Judicial Referrals and 810 State to EPA referrals are never
released.
710 - 719 Criminal Actions are enforcement sensitive unless they have
a final monetary penalty (FK_LU_PENALTY_TPENALTY_TYPE
in CPENALTY
 = FA)

The following are enforcement sensitive:
Evaluation:
1. The SNC designation (evaluation_type = ‘SNY”) will not

be released unless a releaseable formal enforcement
action, issued by the same agency as the SNY, is entered
with a date equal to or greater that the date of the SNY.

2. Commitment/initiative information will be considered
enforcement sensitive until the evaluation corresponding
to it has begun (has an evaluation start date).  Only after
the evaluation has begun will commitment/initiative
information be released to the public.  

3. Except for the above, all evaluations will be released,
whether linked to a violation or not.

HQ will continue to consider all comments/notes fields as
enforcement sensitive and therefore will continue not to release
them.
Violations:
All violations will be released, whether addressed or unaddressed.
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HQ will continue to consider all comments/notes fields as
enforcement sensitive and therefore will continue not to release
them.
Enforcement Actions:
1. State-to-EPA Referrals (RCRAInfo data field:

enforcement_type = 810 action) and EPA-to-State
Referrals (RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type = 820
action) will be released once an enforcement action is
entered by the receiving agency.

2. Civil/Judicial Referrals (RCRAInfo data field:
enforcement_type = 400 series) are enforcement
sensitive and will only be released once the violations
they are linked to have a Civil/Judicial Action (RCRAInfo
data field: enforcement_type =   the 500 series with a
date entered in the “initial filing” field).

3. Criminal Actions (RCRAInfo data field:
enforcement_type = 700 - 709) and Referrals to Criminal 
(RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type = 710 - 719)
will be enforcement sensitive UNTIL they have one of
the following:

A. a Criminal Indictment is issued
(RCRAInfo data field:
enforcement_type = 720 - 729),

B. A Criminal Conviction is entered
(RCRAInfo data field:
enforcement_type = 730 - 739), or

C. a Criminal Acquittal entered
(RCRAInfo data field:
enforcement_type = 740 - 749).  

HQ will continue to consider all comments/notes fields as
enforcement sensitive and therefore will continue not to release
them.

Comments: The types of actions are coded in a "pyramid" scheme in which each
digit number is significant. Thus the first number designates the Series
level. The 100 Series refers to informal administrative actions, the 200
Series initial formal administrative actions, etc. The second digit
provides more specific information on the type of enforcement action
taken. The last digit is unassigned and is available for further
delineation by the implementer.

Informal Enforcement 
involves those actions that notify the violator of its
violations but are not formal enforcement actions.  This
includes Notices of Violation (as defined by EPA) that are
not enforceable documents and do not include
appropriate sanctions.  

RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type values 100 -
199.

Formal Enforcement 
is a written document, regardless of nomenclature, that
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mandates compliance and initiates a civil, criminal, or
administrative process, with or without appeal rights
before a trier of fact, that results in (1) an enforceable
agreement or order and (2) an appropriate sanction.  

This definition encompasses “Notices of Violation” and
“Settlement Agreements” that otherwise fulfill all parts
of the above definition.

It is important to understand that some States issue a
separate orders first to address violations and expedite
return to compliance and then follow that up with an
order seeking penalties.  Both of these orders should be
considered “Formal.”

Formal enforcement may be issued against secondary
violators but sanctions may not be necessary or
appropriate. 

RCRAInfo data field: enforcement_type values 200 -
999.

“In-compliance,” “compliant,” and “physical compliance” 
defined as an instance where a site has no unresolved RCRA
violations (all violations at that site have returned to compliance
defined in RCRAInfo as having a date in data field: actual_rtc_date),
with the understanding that the designation is only a snapshot of
the site’s status during a particular evaluation event and does not
necessarily reflect the status of the site at this time.
 
“Non-compliant,” “not-in-compliance,” and “out-of-
compliance” 

defined as an instance where a site has unresolved RCRA violations
(one or more violations at that site have not returned to
compliance defined in RCRAInfo as not having a date in data field:
actual_rtc_date.)

“Returned to compliance” 
defined as achieving full physical compliance with all regulatory and
statutory requirements,  data field: actual_rtc_date has a valid date.

Data Need Enforcement Responsible Person Identifier No Change

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_STAFFPERSON_IDENTIFIER No Change
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Description Code used to identify the person within the agency responsible for
issuing the enforcement action.

No Change

Format CHAR(2) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes Yes No Change

Comments: None None

Data Need Enforcement Responsible Suborganization No Change

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_SUBORGANISUBORGANIZATION No Change

Description Code indicating the section of the organization responsible for issuing
the enforcement action

No Change

Format VARCHAR2(10) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes Yes No Change

Comments: None None

Data Need Enforcement Notes No Change

Oracle Column Name NOTES No Change

Description Additional description of the enforcement action. No Change

Format VARCHAR2(240) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value Blank No Change
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Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes No No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need Multimedia Type Definitional change and new values added

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_MEDIA_TYPMEDIA_TYPE No Change

Description Code which indicates the medium or program other than RCRA
participating in the enforcement action

No Change

Format CHAR(3) No Change

Allowed Values AIR Air AIR - Air: Clean Air Act and other air programs

No Corresponding value CRE - EPA CERCLA: Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act program (EPA)

No Corresponding value CRS - State CERCLA-Type Programs: State programs similar in
type to the federal CERCLA program. 

EPC EPCRA EPC - EPCRA: Emergency Planning and Community Right To
Know Act program

FIF FIFRA FIF - FIFRA:  Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act
program

No Corresponding value MSW - RCRA Municipal Solid Waste: RCRA Municipal Solid Waste
program (Federal or State program)

No Corresponding value ORP - Other Regulatory Programs: Other regulatory programs,
including OSHA and other miscellaneous programs

PCB TOSCA PCB PCB - TOSCA PCB:  Toxic Substances Control Act (PCB) program

No Corresponding value RCA - RCRA Corrective Action: RCRA Corrective Action program

SPC SPCC SPC - SPCC: Spill Prevention and Control and Countermeasures
program

No Corresponding value TSC - TOSCA (non-PCB): Toxic Substances Control Act (non-
PCB) program

UIC UIC UIC - UIC: Underground Injection Control program
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UST UST UST - UST: Underground Storage Tanks program

WAT Water WAT - Water: Clean Water Act, Safe Drinking Water Act and
other water programs

WET Wetlands WET - Wetlands: Wetlands programs

Default Value None None

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Shared

Implementer-defined Codes Yes No

Comments: None None

Data Need Media Notes No Change

Oracle Column Name NOTES No Change

Description Additional description of the multimedia type. No Change

Format VARCHAR2(240) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need SEP/Enforcement Milestone Expenditure Amount Change in field size to be consistent with Data Standards

Oracle Column Name EXPENDITURE_AMOUNT No Change

Description The actual amount of the SEP or enforcement milestone expenditure. No Change

Format NUMBER(12,2) NUMBER(13,2)

Allowed Values 0 - 9999999999.99 No Change

Default Value blank No Change

Nationally Required/Type Yes, if SEP_TYPE is a nationally required value. National
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Information need

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need SEP/Enforcement Milestone Scheduled Date SEP/Enforcement Milestone Scheduled Completion Date

Oracle Column Name SCHED_DATE SCHED_COMPLETION_DATE

Description Date set by an enforcement action for the full or partial expenditure of
funds for a SEP project or other enforcement milestone.

Date set by an enforcement action for the full or partial
expenditure of funds for the completion of a SEP project or other
enforcement milestone.

Format DATE No Change

Allowed Values Valid date No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No National

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need SEP/Enforcement Milestone Actual Date SEP/Enforcement Milestone Actual Completion Date

Oracle Column Name ACTUAL_DATE ACTUAL_COMPLETION_DATE

Description The actual date of a SEP or an enforcement milestone expenditure. The actual completion date of a SEP or an enforcement milestone
expenditure.

Format DATE No Change

Allowed Values Valid date No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No National

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Comments None No Change

Data Need No Corresponding value SEP/Enforcement Milestone Default Date (See PPI # 20 for details)



Current RCRAInfo Proposed Changes                                        

 HMA FINAL Report November 17, 2003319

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value SEP_DEFAULT_DATE

Description No Corresponding value The date the agency determined the site is not going to do the SEP
or the date the site notified the agency it was not able to perform
the SEP.

Format No Corresponding value Date

Allowed Values No Corresponding value Valid date.

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value National

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value N/A

Comments No Corresponding value Business rule: can have either an actual date or a default date not
both dates.

Data Need SEP/Enforcement Milestone Type Definitional change and new values added

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_SEP_TYPESEP_TYPE No Change

Description Code which indicates the type of Supplemental Environmental Project
or milestone associated with the enforcement action.

No Change

Format CHAR(3) No Change

Allowed Values No Corresponding value EAA - Environmental Audits and Assessment (SEP types that
involve auditing and assessment activities.)

No Corresponding value EAP - Environmental Awareness Programs (SEP types that involve
education and outreach activities, to both regulated and non-
regulated communities.)

ECA Environmental Compliance Audits. These audits are an
independent evaluation of a defendant/respondent's
compliance status with environmental requirements.

DELETED

ECP Environmental Compliance Promotion. A project that
involves the dissemination of information, or the providing
of training or technical support, to a regulated party or to
some or all members of the defendant/respondent's economic
sector to: 1) achieve and maintain compliance with
regulatory requirements; 2) determine what are its regulatory
requirements and thereby avoid committing a violation; or
3) go beyond compliance by reducing the generation, release,

DELETED
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or disposal of pollutants beyond legal requirements.

EMA Environmental Management Systems Audits. These audits
are an independent evaluation of a party's environmental
policies, practices, and controls.

DELETED

EPE Environmental Public Awareness. Projects that are
publications, broadcasts, or seminars that underscore for the
regulated community the importance of complying with
environmental laws or disseminate technical information
about the means of complying with environmental laws.
Note: EPE will remain in the table of valid codes for
historical purposes, but is not valid for new data entry

DELETED

EPP Emergency Planning and Preparedness. An emergency
planning and preparedness project is one where a
defendant/respondent provides assistance, such as computers
and software, telephone/radio communications systems,
chemical emission detection and inactivation equipment,
HAZMAT equipment, or training for first responders to
chemical emergencies, to a responsible State or local
planning entity.

EPP - Emergency Planning and Preparedness (SEP types involving
emergency planning, preparedness, and related emergency
management activities.)

ERE Environmental Restoration. A project that goes beyond
repairing the damage caused by the violations to enhance the
condition of the environment adversely affected.

ERE - Environmental Restoration (SEP types involving
environmental restoration and revitalization activities.)

PHE Public Health. A project that provides diagnostic,
preventive, and/or remedial components of human health
care that is related to the actual or potential damage to
human health caused by the violation.

PHE - Public Health (SEP types involving activities impacting on
public health.)

PPA Pollution Prevention Assessments are systematic, internal
reviews of specific processes and operations designed to
identify and provide information about opportunities to
reduce the use, production, and generation of toxic and
hazardous materials and other wastes.

DELETED

PRE Pollution Reduction. A project that results in a decrease in
the amount or toxicity of any hazardous substance,
pollutant, or contaminant entering any waste stream or
otherwise being released into the environment by a means
that does not qualify as 'pollution prevention'.

DELETED

PPE Pollution Prevention. A project that reduces the generation
of pollution through 'source reduction', i.e., any practice that
reduces the amount of any hazardous substance, pollutant, or
contaminant entering any waste stream or otherwise being

DELETED
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released into the environment prior to recycling, treatment,
or disposal. If the pollutant or waste stream has been
generated, pollution prevention is no longer possible and the
waste must be handled by appropriate recycling, treatment,
or disposal methods. Pollution prevention can be
accomplished by: 1) Equipment/technology modifications;
2) Process or procedure modifications; 3) Product
reformulation/redesign; 4) Raw materials substitution; 5)
Improved housekeeping/O&M/training/inventory control; 6)
In-process recycling; 7) Energy efficiency/conservation; 8)
Other.

No Corresponding value PPR - Pollution Prevention and Reduction (SEP types involving
pollution prevention and/or pollution reduction activities.)

SAA Site Assessments. These assessments are investigations of
the condition of the environment at a site, or of the
environment impacted by a site, and/or investigations of
threats to human health or the environment relating to a
site.

DELETED

Default Value Blank Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes Yes Yes

Comments: Note: This data has been collected since FY92 for all EPA managed
SEP projects

No Change

Data Need SEP Responsible Person Identifier No Change

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_STAFFPERSON_IDENTIFIER No Change

Description Code used to identify the person within the agency responsible for the
SEP or enforcement milestone.

No Change

Format CHAR(5) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes Yes No Change
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Comments: None No Change

Data Need SEP Notes No Change

Oracle Column Name NOTES No Change

Description Additional description of the SEP/Enforcement Milestone. No Change

Format VARCHAR2(240) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes No No Change

Comments None No Change

Data Need Penalty Type Change in definitions (See PPI # 19 for details)

Oracle Column Name FK_LU_PENALTY_TPENALTY_TYPE No Change

Description Code which indicates the type of penalty associated with the penalty
amount.

No Change

Format CHAR(3 No Change

Allowed Values CR  SEP Credit. The actual or estimated credit in dollars allowed
by the agency for the completed SEP and applied towards
the total final settlement amount.

    Note: Once actual final SEP amount is known this field should be
modified to reflect the actual amount.

SCR -  SEP Credit: The actual or estimated credit in dollars allowed
by the agency for the completed SEP and applied towards the total
final settlement amount.  This is the dollar amount used as an offset
to the actual penalty amount and usually represents only a portion
of the actual SEP cost (FSC) of the SEP.

FA Final Monetary Penalty. The amount of the total penalty in
dollars a handler named in an enforcement action must pay
directly to the responsible agency.

FMP - Final Monetary Penalty: The amount of the total penalty in
dollars a site named in an  enforcement action must pay directly to
the responsible agency (for consent agreements with SEP, this is
exclusive of SEP credits).

FC SEP Cost. The actual or estimated amount cited in an
enforcement action, at the issuance of the agreement, as the
cost in dollars to the handler of a supplement environmental
project.

    Note: Once actual final SEP amount is known this field should be
modified to reflect the actual amount.

FSC - Final SEP Cost: The amount referenced in an enforcement
action, at the issuance of the agreement, as the cost in dollars to
the site of a supplemental environmental project.  This amount is
used as the basis to determine how much of the cost may be applied
as a SEP Credit (SCR) to offset a portion of a penalty.



Current RCRAInfo Proposed Changes                                        

 HMA FINAL Report November 17, 2003323

PA Proposed Monetary Penalty. The amount of the total
penalty in dollars proposed in an initial enforcement action.

PMP - Proposed Monetary Penalty: The amount of the total
penalty in dollars  proposed in an initial enforcement action.

For 100 Series Enforcement Action Types:
No penalties should be associated with this type of
enforcement action series.

For 200 Series Enforcement Action Types:
 Only  PA and FA are allowed.
For 300 Series Action Types:
   Only FA, FC and  CR are allowed.
For 400 Series Enforcement Action Types:
   Only PA is allowed.
For 500 and 700 Enforcement Action Types:
   Only FA is allowed.
For 600 Enforcement Action Types:
   Only FA, FC and  CR are allowed.

 For 800 Enforcement Action Types:
      No penalties should be associated with this type of

enforcement action series.

For 000 Series Enforcement Action Types:
No penalties should be associated with this type of
enforcement action series

For 100 Series Enforcement Action Types:
No penalties should be associated with this type of
enforcement action series

For 200 Series Enforcement Action Types:
PMP, FMP, FSC, SCR

For 400 Series Enforcement Action Types:
PMP only

For 500 Series Enforcement Action Types:
PMP, FMP, FSC, SCR

For 700 Series Enforcement Action Types:
FMP only

For 800 Series Enforcement Action Types:
No penalties should be associated with this type of
enforcement action series

Total Final Settlement:
Total Final Settlement is another type of penalty amount
which is not included as a value under Type of Penalty
Amount Indicator. The Total Final Settlement must be
calculated by summing the amount of the Final Monetary
Penalty and the amount of the SEP Credit. For example, a
final settlement could have a total settlement amount of
$100,000. The settlement might require the handler to send
the responsible agency a check for $80,000 and engage in
one or more supplemental environmental projects for which
the agency would allow $20,000 in credit

Total Final Settlement (Total Final Settlement is another type of
penalty amount which is not included as a value under Type of
Penalty Amount Indicator.  The Total Final Settlement must be
calculated by summing the amount of the Final Monetary Penalty
and the amount of the SEP Credit.  For example, a final settlement
could have a total settlement amount of $100,000.  The settlement
might require the site to send the responsible agency a check for
$80,000 and engage in one or more supplemental environmental
projects for which the agency would allow $20,000 in credit.  To
calculate Total Final Settlement: Sum the Penalty Amount field for
penalty types “FMP” and “SCR”.)

To calculate Total Final Settlement: 
Sum the Penalty Amount field for penalty types "FA" and
"CR".

No Change

Default Value None None

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

Yes, if ENFORCEMENT_TYPE is not enforcement sensitive. National

Implementer-defined Codes Yes No

Released Yes Yes
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Comments: None None

Data Need Penalty Amount Change in field size to be consistent with Data Standards

Oracle Column Name AMOUNT No Change

Description The dollar amount associated with the Type of Penalty Indicator field. 
       

No Change

Format NUMBER(12,2) NUMBER(13,2)

Allowed Values 0 - 9999999999.99 No Change

Default Value 0 No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

Yes National

Implementer-defined Codes N/A N/A

Released Yes, if ENFORCEMENT_TYPE is not enforcement sensitive. Yes

Comments: None None

Data Need Penalty Notes No Change

Oracle Column Name NOTES No Change

Description Additional description of the Penalty. No Change

Format VARCHAR2(240) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Released No No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need Scheduled Payment Date No Change

Oracle Column Name SCHED_DATE No Change
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Description Date set by an enforcement action for the full or partial payment of
the non-SEP portion of a penalty.

No Change

Format DATE No Change

Allowed Values Valid Date No Change

Default Value None No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Released No No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need Scheduled Payment Amount Change in field size to be consistent with Data Standards

Oracle Column Name SCHED_AMOUNT No Change

Description The amount set by an enforcement action for payment on a given day. No Change

Format NUMBER(12,2) NUMBER(13,2)

Allowed Values 1 - 9999999999.99 No Change

Default Value 0 No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Released No No Change

Comments: There must be a date in Scheduled Payment Date before a value may be
placed in Scheduled Payment Amount.

No Change

Data Need Actual Date of Payment No Change

Oracle Column Name PAID_DATE No Change

Description The actual date for the full or partial non-SEP payment of a penalty,
either assessed and/or settled penalty, made by the site to the
responsible agency. This is the date on the check, money order, or
other form of payment of penalty by the site. If the penalty is paid in

No Change
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installments, the date is the date on the subsequent check, money
order, or other form of acceptable payment submitted by the site.

Format DATE No Change

Allowed Values Valid Date No Change

Default Value None No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Shared

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Released No No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need No Corresponding value Payment Default Date 

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value PAID_DEFAULT_DATE

Description No Corresponding value The date the agency determined the site is not going to pay the
penalty specified in the enforcement order or the date the site
notified the agency that it will not be paying the penalty specified
in the enforcement order.

Format No Corresponding value Date

Allowed Values No Corresponding value Valid date.

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value Shared

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value N/A

Comments No Corresponding value Business rule: can have either an actual date or a default date not
both dates.

Data Need Actual Payment Amount Change in field size to be consistent with Data Standards

Oracle Column Name PAID_AMOUNT No Change

Description The actual dollar amount of the non-SEP payment amount whether
for penalty assessed or for penalty agreed to during settlement. If
installment amounts are paid, then this is the amount of each

No Change
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installment received on separate dates.

Format NUMBER(12,2) NUMBER(13,2)

Allowed Values 1 - 9999999999.99 No Change

Default Value 0 No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Shared

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Released No No Change

Comments: There must be a date in Date of Payment before a value may be placed
in Payment Amount.

No Change

Data Need Payment Notes No Change

Oracle Column Name NOTES No Change

Description Additional description of the payment. No Change

Format VARCHAR2(240) No Change

Allowed Values N/A No Change

Default Value Blank No Change

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Optional

Implementer-defined Codes N/A No Change

Released No No Change

Comments: None No Change

Data Need No Corresponding value Enforcement Action Disposition Qualifier Date

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value ENF_ACTION_DISPOSITION_QUALIFIER_DATE

Description No Corresponding value The date the agency determined the enforcement action’s
disposition.

Format No Corresponding value Date
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Allowed Values No Corresponding value Valid date.

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value National

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value N/A

Released No Corresponding value Business rule: can have either an actual date or a default date not
both dates.

Comments: No Corresponding value No Change

Data Need No Corresponding value Enforcement Action Disposition Qualifier Type

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value ENF_DISPOSITION_QUALIFIER

Description Additional description of the payment. Code which can be checked to indicate the ultimate disposition of
an enforcement action.

Format No Corresponding value VARCHAR2(2)

Allowed Values No Corresponding value DR -  Dropped (The specific enforcement action has been rejected,
terminated, or removed from further consideration.)

No Corresponding value DS -  Dismissed (The specific enforcement action has been
dismissed by the court.)

No Corresponding value AS - Action Satisfied  (Case Closed)  (The specific enforcement
action is officially closed and has no outstanding settlement
payment or other terms or conditions remaining to be satisfied.)

No Corresponding value RV -  Revoked (The specific enforcement action has been annulled,
rescinded, repealed, canceled, or otherwise made void..)

No Corresponding value RT  - Returned (The specific enforcement action has been returned
from the agency the case has been referred to without an
enforcement action being taken.  For example, a case referral to
DOJ was returned because DOJ declined to purse the case and, as a
result, the referral was returned to the referring agency for them to
reconsider other enforcement options. 

No Corresponding value WD -  Withdrawn (The specific enforcement action has been
officially withdrawn.)

Default Value No Corresponding value None
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Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value National

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value No 

Released No Corresponding value Yes

Comments: No Corresponding value None

Data Need No Corresponding value Condition/Requirement Reference Number
 (See PPI # 22 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value CONDITION_REQ_NO

Description Additional description of the payment. Field where the implementer can enter the condition/requirement
number referenced stated in the enforcement action. The reference
number stated in the enforcement as well as a text field for a
description of the condition/requirement.

Format No Corresponding value VARCHAR2(5)

Allowed Values No Corresponding value N/A

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value Optional 

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value N/A

Released No Corresponding value Yes

Comments: No Corresponding value None

Data Need No Corresponding value Condition/Requirement Type
 (See PPI # 22 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value CONDITION_REQ_TYPE

Description Additional description of the payment. Field where the implementer can enter the type of
condition/requirement stated in the enforcement action.

Format No Corresponding value VARCHAR2(3)

Allowed Values No Corresponding value N/A

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank
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Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value Optional 

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value Yes

Released No Corresponding value Yes

Comments: No Corresponding value None

Data Need No Corresponding value Condition/Requirement Type Description
 (See PPI # 22 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value CONDITION_REQ_TYPE_DESC

Description Additional description of the payment. Description for the type of condition/requirement stated in the
enforcement action.

Format No Corresponding value VARCHAR2(50)

Allowed Values No Corresponding value N/A

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value Optional 

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value Yes

Released No Corresponding value Yes

Comments: No Corresponding value None

Data Need No Corresponding value Condition/Requirement Scheduled Date
 (See PPI # 22 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value CONDITION_REQ_SCHED_DATE

Description Additional description of the payment. The date when the condition/requirement is scheduled to be
completed as stated in the enforcement action.

Format No Corresponding value Date

Allowed Values No Corresponding value Valid date

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value Optional 
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Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value N/A

Released No Corresponding value Yes

Comments: No Corresponding value None

Data Need No Corresponding value Condition/Requirement Actual Date
 (See PPI # 22 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value CONDITION_REQ_ACTUAL_DATE

Description Additional description of the payment. The actual date when the condition/requirement stated in the
enforcement action were completed.

Format No Corresponding value Date

Allowed Values No Corresponding value Valid date

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value Optional 

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value N/A

Released No Corresponding value Yes

Comments: No Corresponding value None

Data Need No Corresponding value Condition/Requirement Notes
 (See PPI # 22 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value NOTES

Description Additional description of the payment. Additional description of the condition/requirements.

Format No Corresponding value VARCHAR2(240)

Allowed Values No Corresponding value N/A

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value Optional

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value N/A

Released No Corresponding value No
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Comments: No Corresponding value None

Data Need No Corresponding value Appeal Indicator  (See PPI # 19 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value APPEAL_INDICATOR

Description Additional description of the payment. Indicator to denote that the final order associated with the specific
enforcement action has been appealed.

Format No Corresponding value VARCHAR2(6)

Allowed Values No Corresponding value Appeal: The final order associated with the specific enforcement
action has been appealed.

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value Shared

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value No

Released No Corresponding value No

Data Need No Corresponding value Corrective Action Indicator  (See PPI # 24 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value CORRECTIVE_ACTION_INDICATOR

Description Additional description of the payment. Indicator to denote that the enforcement action contains
Corrective Action requirements.

Format No Corresponding value VARCHAR2(2)

Allowed Values No Corresponding value CA: This enforcement action contains Corrective Action
requirements.

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value National

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value No

Released No Corresponding value No
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Data Need Significant Non-Complier Indicator DELETED replaced by State_SNC and EPA_SNC indicators (See
below)  (See PPI # 5 for details)

Oracle Column Name SNC DELETED

Description Indicator to show if the site is a Significant Non-Complier.  This
indicator is calculated based on the following select logic:

In order to determine if a facility is an SNC you must step through each
of the yearly definitions below checking the EVALUATION_DATE in
CEVALUATION.  (i.e.: facility A has:1 violation dated 4/5/99, no
SNY, and a class 1 priority 9 violation dated 10/13/98. The facility
would not be an SNC per the FY 1999 and beyond Non-Complier
Criteria so you need to continue down in the select logic, and the
facility is an SNC per the FY 1997 and 1998 Significant Non-Complier
Criteria. So you do not need to check any of the other years.)
Note: Data prior to fiscal year 1991 is ignored.
FY 1999 and beyond Non-Complier Criteria:
If the evaluation date (EVALUATION_DATE in CEVALUATION) is
greater than 10/01/98 and has an SNY evaluation
(FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in CEVALUATION =
SNY) which has not been superseded by an SNN record
(EVALUATION_DATE of latest SNY > EVALUATION_DATE of
latest SNN OR FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in
CEVALUATION = SNN does not exist) and the facility has at least
one violation out of full physical compliance (ACTUAL_RTC_DATE
in CVIOLATION > today's date or is blank) and not in compliance
with its compliance schedule (COMPLIANCE_SCHED_DATE in 
CVIOLATION < today's date) then the handler belongs to the
Significant Non-Complier universe.

DELETED

 FY 1997 and 1998 Significant Non-Complier Criteria:
If the Date violation determined (DETERMINED_DATE in
CVIOLATION) is between 10/01/96 and 09/30/98 and the violation is
a Class 1 violation (FK_LU_CLASSCLASS_TYPE in CVIOLATION =
1) and the violation is a high priority violation
(FK_LU_PRIORITYPRIORITY_TYPE in CVIOLATION = 9) and the
violation is still out of full physical compliance
(ACTUAL_RTC_DATE in CVIOLATION > today's date or is blank)
then the handler belongs to the Significant Non-Complier universe.
OR
If the evaluation date (EVALUATION_DATE in CEVALUATION) is
between 10/01/96 and 09/30/98 and has an SNY evaluation

DELETED
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(FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in CEVALUATION =
SNY) which has not been superseded by an SNN record 
(EVALUATION_DATE of latest SNY > EVALUATION_DATE of
latest SNN OR FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in
CEVALUATION = SNN does not exist) and the facility has at least
one violation out of full physical compliance (ACTUAL_RTC_DATE
in CVIOLATION > today's date or is blank) and not in compliance
with its compliance schedule (COMPLIANCE_SCHED_DATE in
CVIOLATION < today's date) then the handler belongs to the
Significant Non-Complier universe.
FY 1991 - FY 1996 Significant Non-Complier Criteria:
If the Date violation determined (DETERMINED_DATE in
CVIOLATION) is between 10/01/90 and 09/30/96 and the violation is
a Class 1 violation (FK_LU_CLASSCLASS_TYPE in CVIOLATION =
1) and the violation is a high priority violation
(FK_LU_PRIORITYPRIORITY_TYPE in CVIOLATION = 9) and the
violation is still out of full physical compliance
(ACTUAL_RTC_DATE in CVIOLATION > today's date or is blank)
then the handler belongs to the Significant Non-Complier universe.

 Significant Non-Complier universe. DELETED

Format VARCHAR2(1) DELETED

Allowed Values X - Is an SNC
blank - Is not an SNC

DELETED

Default Value Blank DELETED

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

Yes DELETED

Implementer-defined Codes No DELETED

Released Yes DELETED

Comments: None DELETED

Data Need No Corresponding value State Unaddressed Significant Non-Complier Indicator (See PPI # 5
& 16 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value UNADDRESSED_STATE_SNC

Description No Corresponding value Indicator to show if the site is an unaddressed State Significant Non-
Complier.  This indicator is calculated based on the following select
logic:

Looking at only evaluations conducted by State
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(AGENCY in CEVALUATION = S), sort the evaluations
by date, latest date first - if the latest evaluation is an
SNY  (FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in
CEVALUATION = SNY) which has not been superseded
by an SNN record (EVALUATION_DATE of latest SNY
> EVALUATION_DATE of latest SNN OR
FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in
CEVALUATION = SNN does not exist) 

             AND
there is no formal enforcement action by the agency
which issued the SNY with a data equal to or after the
SNY, it is an Unaddressed SNC.

Format No Corresponding value VARCHAR2(1)

Allowed Values No Corresponding value Y - Yes this is an unaddressed State SNC
N - No this is not an unaddressed State SNC

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value National

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value No

Released No Corresponding value Yes

Comments: No Corresponding value None

Data Need No Corresponding value State Addressed Significant Non-Complier Indicator (See PPI # 5 &
16 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value ADDRESSED_STATE_SNC

Description No Corresponding value Indicator to show if the site is an addressed State Significant Non-
Complier.  This indicator is calculated based on the following select
logic:

Looking at only evaluations conducted by State
(AGENCY in CEVALUATION = S), sort the evaluations
by date, latest date first - if the latest evaluation is an
SNY  (FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in
CEVALUATION = SNY) which has not been superseded
by an SNN record (EVALUATION_DATE of latest SNY
> EVALUATION_DATE of latest SNN OR
FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in
CEVALUATION = SNN does not exist)

             AND



Current RCRAInfo Proposed Changes                                        

336November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

there is a formal enforcement action by the agency
which issued the SNY with a data equal to or after the
SNY, and the enforcement action it is an Addressed SNC.

Format No Corresponding value VARCHAR2(1)

Allowed Values No Corresponding value Y - Yes this is an addressed State SNC
N - No this is not an addressed State SNC

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value National

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value No

Released No Corresponding value Yes

Comments: No Corresponding value None

Data Need No Corresponding value State Significant Non-Complier with a Compliance Schedule
Established Indicator (See PPI # 5 & 16 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value STATE_SNC_WITH_COMPL_SCHED

Description No Corresponding value Indicator to show if the site is a State Significant Non-Complier
with a compliance schedule established.  This indicator is calculated
based on the following select logic:

Looking at only evaluations conducted by State
(AGENCY in CEVALUATION = S), sort the evaluations
by date, latest date first - if the latest evaluation is an
SNY  (FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in
CEVALUATION = SNY) which has not been superseded
by an SNN record (EVALUATION_DATE of latest SNY
> EVALUATION_DATE of latest SNN OR
FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in
CEVALUATION = SNN does not exist) 

             AND
there is a formal enforcement action by the agency
which issued the SNY with a data equal to or after the
SNY and the site is compliant with the terms of the
schedule for compliance included in the order, it is an
SNC With a Compliance Schedule Established.

Format No Corresponding value VARCHAR2(1)

Allowed Values No Corresponding value Y - Yes this is a State SNC on a compliance schedule
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N - No this is not a State SNC on a compliance schedule

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value National

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value No

Released No Corresponding value Yes

Comments: No Corresponding value None

Data Need No Corresponding value EPA Unaddressed Significant Non-Complier Indicator (See PPI #  5
& 16 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value UNADDRESSED_EPA_SNC

Description No Corresponding value Indicator to show if the site is an unaddressed EPA Significant Non-
Complier.  This indicator is calculated based on the following select
logic:

Looking at only evaluations conducted by EPA
(AGENCY in CEVALUATION = E), sort the evaluations
by date, latest date first - if the latest evaluation is an
SNY  (FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in
CEVALUATION = SNY) which has not been superseded
by an SNN record (EVALUATION_DATE of latest SNY
> EVALUATION_DATE of latest SNN OR
FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in
CEVALUATION = SNN does not exist) 

             AND
there is no formal enforcement action by the agency
which issued the SNY with a data equal to or after the
SNY, it is an Unaddressed SNC.

Format No Corresponding value VARCHAR2(1)

Allowed Values No Corresponding value Y - Yes this is an unaddressed EPA SNC
N - No this is not an unaddressed EPA SNC

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value National

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value No
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Released No Corresponding value Yes

Comments: No Corresponding value None

Data Need No Corresponding value EPA Addressed Significant Non-Complier Indicator (See PPI # 5 &
16 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value ADDRESSED_EPA_SNC

Description No Corresponding value Indicator to show if the site is an addressed EPA Significant Non-
Complier. This indicator is calculated based on the following select
logic:

Looking at only evaluations conducted by EPA
(AGENCY in CEVALUATION = E), sort the evaluations
by date, latest date first - if the latest evaluation is an
SNY  (FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in
CEVALUATION = SNY) which has not been superseded
by an SNN record (EVALUATION_DATE of latest SNY
> EVALUATION_DATE of latest SNN OR
FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in
CEVALUATION = SNN does not exist) 

             AND
there is a formal enforcement action by the agency
which issued the SNY with a data equal to or after the
SNY, it is an Addressed SNC.

Format No Corresponding value VARCHAR2(1)

Allowed Values No Corresponding value Y - Yes this is an addressed EPA SNC
N - No this is not an addressed EPA SNC

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value National

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value No

Released No Corresponding value Yes

Comments: No Corresponding value None

Data Need No Corresponding value EPA Significant Non-Complier with a Compliance Schedule
Established Indicator (See PPI # 5 & 16 for details)

Oracle Column Name No Corresponding value EPA_SNC_WITH_COMPL_SCHED
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Description No Corresponding value Indicator to show if the site is a EPA Significant Non-Complier
with a compliance schedule established.  This indicator is calculated
based on the following select logic:

Looking at only evaluations conducted by EPA
(AGENCY in CEVALUATION = E), sort the evaluations
by date, latest date first - if the latest evaluation is an
SNY  (FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in
CEVALUATION = SNY) which has not been superseded
by an SNN record (EVALUATION_DATE of latest SNY
> EVALUATION_DATE of latest SNN OR
FK_LU_EVALUATIOEVALUATION_TYPE in
CEVALUATION = SNN does not exist) 

             AND
there is a formal enforcement action by the agency
which issued the SNY with a data equal to or after the
SNY and the site is compliant with the terms of the
schedule for compliance included in the order, it is an
SNC With a Compliance Schedule Established.

Format No Corresponding value VARCHAR2(1)

Allowed Values No Corresponding value Y - Yes this is a EPA SNC on a compliance schedule
N - No this is not a EPA SNC on a compliance schedule

Default Value No Corresponding value Blank

Nationally Required/Type
Information need

No Corresponding value National

Implementer-defined Codes No Corresponding value No

Released No Corresponding value Yes

Comments: No Corresponding value None
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APPENDIX IV: GLOSSARY OF TERMS,
ABBREVIATIONS, AND ACRONYMS

Term Definition

ATSWMO Association of State and Territorial Solid waste Management Officials 

Business Rule A rule that will be applied to the collection, tracking or interpretation of
information need.

Broader-in-scope In order for States to become authorized, their programs must be at least as
stringent as the Federal program; but they can also be more stringent than
the Federal program (See definition of more-stringent-than below) or they
can be broader-in-scope.  A broader-in-scope program: 1) allow States to
regulate more entities or wastes that the federal code or 2) add an aspect to
a State’s statutes or regulations for which there is no federal counterpart.
Example: large quantity generators (LQG) are defined under federal
regulation as facilities that generate: greater than 1,000 kg of hazardous
waste per calendar month OR greater than 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste
per calendar month. In the federal program, PCBs are not included in the
above definition.  The State of New York is broader-in-scope in that to
determine the quantity of waste generated per month, they include PCBs
and, if the quantity is more than 1,000 kg, it is an LQG under New York’s
program.

CAV An evaluation type indicating an on-site Compliance Assistance Visit was
performed.

CC Coordinating Committee.  Current members are: Steve Cobb, Alabama;
Todd Marvel, Illinois (HMA PAA co-lead); Bud McCarty, North Carolina;
Matt Loesel, Region 6; Debbie Goodwin, OECA/OC (HMA PAA co-lead);
David Meredith, OECA/OC; Les Otte, OSWER/OSW (Chair); and Lionel
Brown, OSWER/OSW.

CEI An evaluation type indicating a Compliance Evaluation Inspection was
conducted.

CESQG Conditionally-Exempt Small Quantity Generator

CM&E Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement module in RCRAInfo.

CME  An evaluation type indicating that a Comprehensive Groundwater Monitoring
Evaluation was conducted.

Day Zero Day Zero is the evaluation end date.  The evaluation end date is defined as
the date that all information is available to make a determination of the
compliance status of the site, but, should be no later than 90 days after the
evaluation start date.
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de’SNC Used to refer to the removal of the Significant Non-Complier (SNC)
designation from a site.

DSW Definition of Solid Waste

ECHO Enforcement and Compliance History Online. An EPA/OECA web site for
public access to multi-media compliance and enforcement data.

ECOS Environmental Council of States

EDSC Environmental Data Standards Council: A State/EPA body that directs and
oversees the development of environmental data standards.

ERP 1996 Hazardous Waste Civil Enforcement Response Policy

ESC WIN/INFORMED Executive Steering Committee. Current members are:
Mike Savage, Ohio; Catherine Sharp, Oklahoma; Stephen Gilrein, Region 6;
Robert Springer, HQ/OSWER/OSW (chair); Mike Stahl, HQ/OECA; and
Mark Day, HQ/OIRM.

Evaluation Compliance monitoring activity that evaluated compliance of a site with the
provisions of RCRA Subtitle C or equivalent State regulations and statutes. 
The term “evaluation” is used to be broader than an inspection.  

Facility A TSDF that generates, treats, stores, or disposes of hazardous waste
regulated under RCRA Subtitle C. This term in the RCRA regulations means
TSD facilities. (Not as broad as the term “handler”.)

FCI An evaluation type indicating a Focused Compliance Inspection was
conducted.

FFEO Federal Facilities Enforcement Office (office within OECA; Director: Dave
Kling; Deputy Director: Elliott Gilberg.)

FOIA Freedom of Information Act

FRS Facility Registry System   

FY Fiscal Year

GPRA Government Performance and Results Act

Handler A generator, transporter, or TSDF that generates, transports, treats, stores,
or disposes of hazardous waste regulated under RCRA Subtitle C. This term
is used to encompass all types of RCRA Subtitle C regulated entities.
(Broader than the term “facility” but not as all encompassing as the term
“site”.)

HMA Handler Monitoring and Assistance. The procedures, guidance, processes,
and information related to RCRA Subtitle C compliance monitoring,
compliance assistance, and enforcement activities. 
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HPV High Priority Violator, this term was replaced by SNC by the 1996 ERP. 

HQ EPA Headquarters

HSWA RCRA Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments, enacted in 1984.

HWDMS Mainframe SAS data system used to track RCRA Subtitle C hazardous
waste information used until 1991. Was replaced by RCRIS. 

ICIS Integrated Compliance Information System (being developed and maintained
by the Data Systems & Information Management Branch (DSIMB) within
OECA’s Office of Compliance).  Originally in the concept phase, this was
called GEMS: the General Enforcement Management System.

IEM Information Engineering Methodology

Implementer The State agency or EPA Region responsible for implementing the RCRA
program in a given State.

Import/Export 
Program 

Program within OECA/OC.  (Director: Bob Heiss)

In-scope Those functions and entities that are intrinsic to the program area.

INA Information Needs Assessments

Information Need A listing of the type of information needed to support the Program Area.

INFORMED Information Needs for Making Environmental Decisions (State equivalent to
EPA WIN)

Inspection Compliance monitoring activity that involves an evaluation of compliance of a
site with the provisions of RCRA Subtitle C or equivalent State regulations
and statutes.  The term “inspection” is usually used to mean “on-site”
activities but is often used synonymously with the broader term “evaluation”.

ISP Information Strategic Plan

LDF Land Disposal Site

LQG Large Quantity Generator

MOA Memorandum of Agreement (between HQ & Regions)
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More-stringent-
than 

In order for States to become authorized, their programs must be at least as
stringent as the Federal program; but they can also apply more stringent
regulation to the same population as would be regulated under the Federal
program. Example: LQGs are defined under federal regulation as facilities
that generate: greater than 1,000 kg of hazardous waste per calendar month
OR greater than 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per calendar month.
California is more-stringent-than in that if a site generated any hazardous
waste they are classified as LQG under California’s program.

NAICS North American Industrial Classification Standard (NAICS) Code

NOV Notice of Violation

OC Office of Compliance (office within OECA; Director: Mike Stahl, Deputy
Director: Lisa Lund.)

OECA Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance

OEI Office of Environmental Information

OGC Office of General Counsel

OMB Office of Management and Budget

ORE Office of Regulatory Enforcement (office within OECA; Director: Walker
Smith; Deputy Director: David Nielsen.)

Orphan record A data record in RCRAInfo that is not “linked” or associated with another
data record.  Types of orphan records are: violations that are not linked to
evaluations, enforcement actions that are not linked to violations (although
some of these may legitimately not be issued against a violation), penalty
records which are not linked to an enforcement action, and payments not
linked to penalty records.

OSRE Office of Site Remediation Enforcement an office within OECA

OSW Office of Solid Waste (office within OSWER)

OSWER Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response

Out-of-scope Those functions and entities that are not within the scope of the program
area

PAA Program Area Analysis

PE Program Evaluation (PE). This was the first program area to be analyzed
under WIN/INFORMED.

Peripheral-to-
scope

Those functions and information needs that rely extensively on enforcement
and compliance to obtain critical information or contribute critical information
to enforcement and compliance but are not intrinsic to the program area.



Term Definition

344November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

PMP Project Management Plan

PPA Performance Partnership Agreement

PPI Policy or Procedure Issue 

Program Area A Program Area is a set of highly related business activities that create and
share a common set of information.

PSD Program System Design: one of the phases of the IEM method used by the
WIN/INFORMED.

PSI Program System Implementation: one of the phases of the IEM method used
by the WIN/INFORMED.

QA Quality Assurance 

QC Quality Control

RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act enacted in 1976.

RCRAInfo Web-based data system for RCRA Subtitle C hazardous waste information
implemented in 2000 to replace RCRIS.

RCRIS Mainframe FOCUS data system used to track RCRA Subtitle C hazardous
waste information between 1991 and 2000; was implemented in 1991 to
replace HWDMS. Was replaced in 2000 by RCRAInfo.

RED RCRA Enforcement Division (division within OECA/ORE; Director:
RosemarieKelley; Deputy Director: Desi Crouther) 

REM Regional Enforcement Managers, (branch chief level)

RTC Returned to compliance or return to compliance

SEP Supplemental Environmental Project

Shared data Data the EPA and States agree to collect, maintain, and make available in a
consistent fashion.

Site Any place or entity that generates, transports, treats, stores, or disposes of
hazardous waste regulated under RCRA Subtitle C. This term is used to
encompass all types of RCRA-regulated entities and is used by
WIN/INFORMED to mean all RCRA facilities.  (Broader than the term
“handler”.)

SNC Significant Non-Complier, a site wide designation (See 1996 ERP)

SNN An evaluation type indicating that the site is no longer a Significant Non-
Complier (SNC).
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SNY An evaluation type indicating that the site was designated as being a
Significant Non-Complier (SNC).

SOP Standard Operating Procedures

SV Secondary Violator. A non-SNC designated site which has violations out-of-
compliance.

TSDF or TSD Treatment, Storage, and Disposal facility

TSF Treatment/Storage facility

UID Universe Identification: a program area identified as needing analysis during
the WIN/INFORMED strategic planning phase

WAM Waste Activity Monitoring: a program area identified as needing analysis
during the WIN/INFORMED strategic planning phase

WIN Waste Information Needs initiative (EPA Regions and headquarter’s
equivalent to State INFORMED)

WITS Waste International Tracking System (currently containing Imports only)
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APPENDIX V: SUPPLEMENTARY POLICY PROCEDURAL
ISSUES

The following policy and procedural issues were identified by the HMA PAA Team as issues which
affect the tracking of compliance assistance, compliance monitoring or enforcement activities but
these issues were not addressed by the Team in this report.  These issues were not able to be
addressed because of various reasons such as: insufficient time (the issue was thought to require
more time than was allotted to this PAA); the resolution of the issue was not of a National priority
(the issue only effected a limited number of organizations or situations); the issue could not be
defined sufficiently to be addressed by this Team; or that upon further analysis the Team felt the
issue was out of the scope of this PAA.

1. Identification of recycle waste

2. Financial assurance
3. Linkage with BEN information
4. Outcome measures reporting
5. Tracking pollutants caused by violations or reduced by enforcement actions
6. National performance & GPRA measures tracking (including RECAP)

7. Measuring outcomes & risks
8. Tracking Section 3016 collection of federal agency owned facilities
9. Identifying active vs inactive sites
10. National offset and how used/cost
11. PDA “mobile devices” for inspectors (OSW & OECA are currently working on a

pilot project to provide this capability)

12. Feed from RCRAInfo to RCATS
13. Self-disclosures
14. Data entry for large amounts of RCRA CMA data.
15. Should complaints be entered into the national system? If so, how does one track

these complaints?
16. Translation of data to RCRAInfo

17. Exclusion of open “dead” violations
18. Stipulated penalties
19. Develop environmental indicators reflecting real world outcomes and to use such

indicators in evaluating the program
20. Develop internal program metrics that measure program efficiency and productivity
21. What events trigger an inspection or enforcement action?

22. Environmental justice issues?
23. Simplify enforcement documents such as inspection reports to expedite enforcement

response and follow-up
24. Clarification of compliance schedules.
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APPENDIX VI: INITIATIVES TRACKED BY PAA TEAM

The following agency initiatives were tracked by the HMA PAA Team to see if they have or will
have an effect on the analysis and recommendations of this PAA.

Initiatives Tracked by the HMA PAA Team:

1.  ECHO (Enforcement and Compliance History Online)/OTIS (Online Targeting
Information System)/Envirofacts/other public access (Windows To My Environment)

Status: Public access web sites provide public access to compliance and enforcement data. The
sites allow the public and sites to submit data corrections, if necessary to the states/regions.  A 2
year snapshot of all compliance and enforcement data is available through ECHO.

Effect on this PAA: This initiative does not have an impact on this PAA.

2.  ICIS (Integrated Compliance Information System)
Status: It was considered that nothing impacting this PAA has occurred with regards to this 
initiative. Phase 1 of ICIS was released in the summer of 2002 and replaces the DOCKET
system.  In the long term, all systems are to be integrated into ICIS but no time table for RCRA
data has been established.  ICIS is based on compliance enforcement standards.

Effect on this PAA: This initiative resulted in a recommendation by the HMA PAA to provide a
download from ICIS of all RCRA federal enforcement actions to prevent the need for duplicate
data entry on the part of regions.  See PPI # 23: Downloading EPA Enforcement Data from ICIS
to RCRAInfo for more details.

3.  Compliance and Enforcement Data Standards (EPA/ECOS)

Status: These standards became final in April 2002.  The standards can be reviewed at:
http://www.epa.gov/edsc/approved_data_standards.htm

Effect on this PAA: All recommendations and data elements contained in this report are
compliant with these standards.

4.  Financial Assurance Workgroup

Status: Not much has progressed on this workgroup to-date. 

Effect on this PAA: Currently, this has no effect on this PAA.

5.  OECA Data Quality Workgroup
Status: Workgroup has been working on data quality issues and assessment of the quality of
certain RCRA data fields. 

Effect on this PAA: Currently, this has no effect on this PAA. 
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6.  ASTSWMO Hazardous Waste Enforcement and Compliance Task Force

Status: The Task force is working on providing responses to the draft Hazardous Waste Civil
Enforcement Response Policy (ERP). 

Effect on this PAA: Currently, this has no effect on this PAA.  Since the draft ERP is not final
yet, this HMA PAA report has made recommendations as to how certain issues should be
addressed by the ERP. 

7.  Electronic Signatures
Status: Currently, this has no effect on this PAA. OSW is currently evaluating comments and
options to move forward with finalizing Electronic reporting.   

Effect on this PAA: Currently, this has no effect on this PAA. 

8.  New Federal Regulations  

Status: There is nothing of immediate interest on the horizon for new federal regulations.

Effect on this PAA: Currently, this has no effect on this PAA.

9.  Enforcement Response Policy (ERP) Revisions

Status: The ASTSWMO Task force is working with the ERP workgroup on resolving differences
with the draft ERP. 

Effect on this PAA: Currently, this has no effect on this PAA.  Since the draft ERP is not final
yet, this HMA PAA report has made recommendations as to how certain issues should be
addressed by the ERP. 

10.  Homeland Security
Status: Agency has a strategy that was distributed to regions. There is nothing specifically that
will impact this initiative.  The agency strategy provides some enhancements to the RCRA import
monitoring efforts, compliance monitoring, and the EPA/Customs’ cooperative agreement. 

Effect on this PAA: Currently, this has no effect on this PAA. 

11.  WIN/INFORMED EPA ID Guidance Project

Status: This guidance document is still draft.  There will be another state and EPA workgroup
formed to provide guidance for defining “active” vs “inactive” sites.  The guidance created by this
workgroup will be incorporated into the Draft EPA ID Guidance document which will then be
circulated for National Review and approval. 

Effect on this PAA: Currently, this has no effect on this PAA. 

12.  Import/Export Initiative
Status: Import/Export databases are moving to Oracle which will make it easier to
link/consolidate these systems. 

Effect on this PAA: The HMA PAA has recommended consolidating the Import and Export
data systems with RCRAInfo.  See PPI # 28: Tacking Hazardous Waste Imports for more details. 
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APPENDIX VII -   CHANGE BENEFIT ANALYSIS FOR EACH PPI

Issue PPI Summary Burden Reduction Streamlining Data Quality Improvement

# 1 (Tracking of
Commitments and

Initiatives).

Proposes that RCRAInfo
include new fields added to
the evaluation record that
will allow the tracking of
individual state grant
commitments, regional MOA
commitments, and initiatives.

This PPI will result in a
savings of time being spent
on tracking initiatives and 
grant commitments between
agencies to verify
commitment

accomplishments.

Allows the process to
proceed  in a more efficient
manner and will better assure
grant commitments are being
tracked.

# 2 (Timeliness of Inspection
Reports & Data Entry for
Joint Inspections).

Poses questions to
implementers during review
to further explore potential
concerns about timeliness of
inspection reports and
provides guidance on  data
entry associated with joint
inspection scenarios.

Better and more efficient
streamlining of data entry by
agencies.

# 3 (Day Zero Definition). Require a separate
Evaluation Start date and
evaluation End date to
assure Day Zero is defined
as the date all requisite 
information is available for
determining compliance
status, but no longer than 90
days from the eval start date. 
(Day Zero = Evaluation End
Date).

This PPI will make the RCRA
program more consistent
with other media compliance
programs.  Data will more
accurately reflect the
evaluation process. 
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# 4 (Capturing Compliance
Assistance Data).

Provides guidance to
address better collection of
compliance assistance
program data.

This PPI will result in no
burden reduction but will
provide a  better method to
collect needed data.

The method to collect the
data will help better
streamline data collection for
compliance assistance data.

This PPI improves accuracy
of compliance assistance
data in RCRAInfo and
eliminates confusion
between compliance
assistance data versus
compliance monitoring data
in the database.

# 5 (Designation of
Significant Non-Compliers
(SNC) in RCRAInfo).

PPI recommends current SNC
designation mechanism
remain the same, that
authority to “de-SNC” a site
is restricted to the
implementing agency which
originally designated the
SNC status and selection
logic should rely only on
SNY and SNN evaluations.

A significant amount of time
and confusion will be saved
if the SNC delineating
agency owning the SNC
determination is the only
agency allowed to ‘turn off’
the designation.

The SNC determination
process will be streamlined
when the select logic is
changed to assure only
SNY/SNN evaluation types
are considered.

 

#6 (Inconsistent Data Entry
& Codification of
Evaluations).

PPI recommends numerous
code changes, the
streamlining and elimination
of certain codes, and
provides guidance on how
codes should be used to
assure consistency with
code usage and
interpretation and to
eliminate codes that were not
being used or were being
improperly used.

The elimination of unused
and unneeded implementer
codes and the consolidation
and elimination of certain
national codes will save
considerable data entry time
due to less codes that have
to be entered.  Currently,
there are 1,465 codes being
used in the system.  The
Team has proposed to
eliminate all of these with the
exception of 42 codes that
are necessary for operating
the system.

The numerous code changes
and process revisions
streamline data entry by
better clarifying code
definitions and enhancing
the accuracy of the existing
and new data.  New
definitions have been
proposed for 29 codes that
previously did not have
definitions. 79 old codes
were proposed for
consolidation into 41 new
proposed codes.  7 code
definitions were revised to
provide better clarity.
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# 7 (Tracking of Requests
For Information).

Adds a drop-down menu and
new field to the evaluation
record in order to track
Information Requests.

There may be a burden
reduction of time savings for
enforcement case
development if this info is
available in the data system.

Data in RCRAInfo would be
improved by having a
consistent way to capture
Information Request data. 

# 8 (Tracking  RCRA Section
6002 at Federal Facilities).

Allows data entry of
compliance inspection
results of federal facility
procurement program
evaluations.

This PPI will result in burden
reduction in time and
resources to manually track
this federal requirement.

Improves collection and
reporting of data  associated
with this federal facility
requirement.

# 9 (Pre-Inspection Report
and Linkage to Definition of
Solid Waste (DSW)).

Provides mechanism to
create a pre-inspection report
to provid inspector info prior
to inspections and to assist
when making HW
determinations by providing
web link info.

This PPI will result in
reduction in time savings by
collecting pre-inspection site
history info within the data
base vs. trying to manually
collect the info from different
sources or sections within
RCRAInfo.

# 10 (How Do We Designate
Whether There Were or
Were Not violations Found
During An
Evaluation/Inspection?)

Provides clarification on
proper way to record
violations discovered during
an evaluation.

Data concerning violations
found would be more
accurate and consistent.
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# 11 (Determining Violation
Dates and Capturing
Violations).

Proposes that the Violation
Determined Date should be
the actual date an
implementing agency
determines that a violation
has occurred; also would
require that  all violations
corrected the day they were
observed  must be entered in
RCRAInfo.

This PPI will assure violation

determination date is being
properly entered
consistently and the date will
more accurately reflect the
compliance status and
history of the site.  This PPI
also seeks to capture all
violations at a site, even
when they were corrected
during the inspection,
thereby capturing a more
complete compliance history
of the site.

# 12 (Additional Violation
Details-Waste Codes As Part
Of A Violation).

Requests ability to read ICIS
federal enforcement data
from RCRAInfo.

This PPI will result in a
significant burden increase
in programming efforts.

This PPI improves the ability
to use RCRAInfo to  measure
environmental and human
health risks but only
associated with RCRA
federal enforcement actions.

#13 (Allowing Multiple
Citations for Violations).

Provide the ability to enter
multiple citations per
violation.

This PPI will allow  more
accurate representation of
citations which will result in
more accurate queries and
reports.
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#14 (Inconsistent Data Entry
& Codification of Violations).

PPI recommends numerous
code changes, the
streamlining and elimination
of certain codes, and
provides guidance on how
codes should be used to
assure consistency with
code usage and
interpretation and to
eliminate codes that were not
being used or were being
improperly used.

The elimination of unused
and unneeded implementer
codes and the consolidation
and elimination of certain
national codes will save
considerable data entry time
due to less codes that have
to be entered.  Currently,
there are 1,020 codes being
used in the system.  The
Team has proposed to
eliminate all of these with the
exception of 116 codes that
are necessary for operating
the system.

The numerous code changes
and process revisions
streamline data entry by
better clarifying code
definitions and enhancing
the accuracy of the existing
and new data.  New
definitions have been
proposed for 111 codes that
previously did not have
definitions.  7 code
definitions were revised to
provide better clarity.

# 15 (RTC Due Tickler
Functionality/Workload
Management).

Adds an RTC ‘tickler’ report
to assure collection of RTC
data in a more timely fashion.

This PPI will provide more
efficient and up-to-date data
to be provided to public
access systems.

PPI  proposal will help
ensure accurate and timely
RTC data is collected and
recorded in RCRAInfo.

# 16 (Inconsistent and
Inaccurate Designation of
“In Compliance” and SNC)

Provides clarification of “In
Compliance” and “SNC”.

This PPI will result in a better
understanding of data entry
issues while ensuring
national consistency in the
definition of “In-
Compliance,” “Compliant,”
“Physical Compliance,”
“Non-Compliant,” “Not-in-
Compliance,” and “Out-of-
Compliance”.
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# 17 (Clarification of Informal
vs Formal Enforcement
Actions.

Provides clarification of
Informal vs Formal
enforcement, use of the
terms NOV and Settlement
Agreements.

Clarification of Formal vs
Informal, NOV, and
Settlement Agreement will
eliminate inconsistent data
entry and will make data
entry for these items easier,
saving data entry time and
allowing the system to
function better.

More consistency between
States and Regions and
better/improved data quality.

# 18 (Enforcement Sensitive
Information)

Provides a mechanism to
denote the point when
information is no longer
enforcement sensitive.

Will provide more
information to the public at
an earlier stage concerning
enforcement actions.

#19  (Inconsistent Data Entry
& Codification of
Enforcement Actions, Pt. III)

PPI recommends numerous
code changes, the
streamlining and elimination
of certain codes, and
provides guidance on how
codes should be used to
assure consistency with
code usage and
interpretation and to
eliminate codes that were not
being used or were being
improperly used.

The elimination of unused
and unneeded implementer
codes and the consolidation
and elimination of certain
national codes will save
considerable data entry time
due to less codes that have
to be entered.  Currently,
there are 514 codes being
used in the system.  The
Team has proposed to
eliminate all of these with the
exception of 64 codes that
are necessary for operating
the system.

The numerous code changes
and process revisions
streamline data entry by
better clarifying code
definitions and enhancing
the accuracy of the existing
and new data.  New
definitions have been
proposed for 58 codes that
previously did not have
definitions.  25 old codes
were proposed for
consolidation into 10 new
proposed codes.
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# 20 (When Do We Know  a
Supplemental Environmental
Project (SEP) is Completed?)

Recommends that Scheduled
Completion Date and Actual
Completion Date be added
for better SEP clarity and SEP
Default Date field be added
to track ‘defaults’ of SEP
fulfillment.

Will provide more specificity
with SEP data entry and a
better representation of the
entire enforcement history.

# 21 (Tracking Multi-Site
Consent Agreements/Final
Orders  (CA/FOs)  in
RCRAInfo)

Enables implementers to be
able to join the CA/FO table
to HBASIC.

This PPI will reduce the
burden of manually tracking
multiple sites across multiple
States and/or Regions that
are involved in these
CA/FOs.

This PPI will improve data
quality by reducing potential
errors involved in manual
tracking.

# 22 (Tracking of Milestones
of an Enforceable
Compliance Schedule
Technical Requirement of
Formal Enforcement Actions)

Recommends that all

conditions/requirements of a
formal enforcement action be
tracked through accurate
data entry and use of a
‘tickler’ or ‘flag’ system for
monitoring status.

This PPI would result in a
savings of time associated
with the usage of the ‘tickler’
report reminding staff about
enforcement order condition
due dates

This PPI will also result in a
significant burden increase.

#23 (Downloading EPA
Enforcement Data from ICIS
to RCRAInfo)

There is double data entry
inconsistencies and data
quality problems resulting
from the requirement to enter
the same enforcement data
into RCRAInfo and ICIS.

This PPI will reduce the data
entry workload with the
federal enforcement data
only having to be entered
once.

This PPI will improve data
quality by reducing any
potential errors caused by
double data entry.
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 # 24 (Tracking Corrective
Action Orders Related to
Enforcement Actions)

Provides clarification as to
which module Corrective
Action Enforcement should
be entered.

Clarification where
Corrective Action
enforcement orders should
be entered will eliminate
inconsistent data entry and
will make data entry for these
items easier, saving data
entry time and allowing the
system to function better.

More consistency between
States and Regions and
better/improved data quality.

# 25 (Tracking Effort
Expended on Non-RCRA
Regulated Sites)

Proposes tracking of all
CM&E activities conducted
pursuant to RCRA Subtitle C
statutory authority.

This PPI will save time
through improved efficiency
in tracking commitments and
activities involving non-
RCRA regulated sites.

This PPI would more
accurately capture complete
scope of RCRA-related
activities being performed by
States and Regions and
would provide more
complete data on
applicability of RCRA
regulatory requirements at
involved sites.

# 26 (HMA Data-State
Specific)

Proposes that all RCRAInfo
data elements should be fully
available to all for analysis,
usage and citation; the Look
Don’t Use concept should
be eliminated.

Elimination of the “Look
Don’t Use Concept” will
assure that all data in
RCRAInfo is available and
will ultimately save time
previously required to
address data covered by this
concept.

Data available in RCRAInfo
will be more complete and
accurate and available to
State, Region, and HQ
regulators.

# 27 (Oversee
Additions/Changes to
RCRAInfo Data Codes and
Tables)

Proposes that all new
RCRAInfo data codes be
monitored by Regional
RCRAInfo System
Administrators to ensure
code consistency.

This PPI would result in less
redundancy and duplication
in future coding applications
and would result in less
confusion and arbitrary
usage and interpretation of
RCRAInfo data.

Data quality would be
enhanced through code
consistency.
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# 28(Tracking Hazardous
Waste Imports)

Allows waste import data
from OECA to be made
available for all RCRAInfo
users.

Improvement of data quality
with no burden increase or
reduction to the
implementers.
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APPENDIX VIII -   CHANGE BENEFIT ANALYSIS FOR
CODIFICATION OF EVALUATION,  VIOLATION, 
AND ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS

Code Type Nationally
Defined
Codes

(Existing)

Implementer
Defined Codes

(Existing)

Nationally
Defined Codes

(Proposed)

Implementer
Defined Codes

(Proposed)

Total Net
Change For
Code Type

Benefit of
Change

Evaluation
Type

21 139 14 0 -146 Burden
Reduction

FCI Evaluation
Focus Area

0 0 18 0 +18 Data
Clarification

Reason Type 7 767 0 0 -774 Burden
Reduction

Evaluation
Coverage

Area

46 480 0 0 -526 Burden
Reduction

Responsible
Agency

5 0 6 0 +1 Data
Clarification

Evaluation
Indicator
Types

0 0 4 0 +4 Data
Clarification

Violation
Coverage

Area

46 482 106 0 -422 Burden
Reduction

Citation Type 5 60 6 0 -59 Burden
Reduction

Violation
Priority

0 419 0 0 -419 Burden
Reduction

Violation
Class

3 0 0 0 -3 Burden
Reduction

RTC Qualifier 5 0 4 0 -1 Data
Clarification

Enforcement
Type

43 438 31 0 * (a) -450 Burden
Reduction

Enforcement
Action

Disposition
Qualifiers

0 0 6 0 +6 Data
Clarification



Code Type Nationally
Defined
Codes

(Existing)

Implementer
Defined Codes

(Existing)

Nationally
Defined Codes

(Proposed)

Implementer
Defined Codes

(Proposed)

Total Net
Change For
Code Type

Benefit of
Change
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Media Type 9 0 15 0 +6 Data
Clarification

SEP Type 11 9 6 0 * -14 Burden
Reduction

Penalty Type 4 0 4 0 0 Burden
Reduction

Totals 205 2,794 220 0 -2,779 Big Burden
Reduction

notes: * -implementer defined values will be allowed for this proposed code type

(a)  - existing implementer defined values are being proposed for deletion or conversion; some
implementers may elect to retain them as implementer defined values 
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APPENDIX IX -   LISTINGS FOR CODIFICATION OF 
     EVALUATION, VIOLATION, AND
     ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS

Guidance for Use of the Following Appendices

Evaluation Information

Listing 1 Code Changes - Evaluation Types (Nationally-Defined)

Listing 2 Code Changes - Evaluation Types (Implementer-Defined - Not Used)

Listing 3 Code Changes - Evaluation Types (Implementer-Defined - Used)

Listing 4 Code Changes - Evaluation Type “OTH” (With Reason) - Conversion
Guide

Listing 5 Code Changes - Evaluation Type “OTH” (Without Reason) - Conversion
Guide

Listing 6 Code Changes - Reason Types (Nationally-Defined)

Listing 7 Code Changes - Evaluation Coverage Areas (Nationally-Defined and
Implementer-Defined)

Listing 8 Code Changes - Responsible Agency (Nationally-Defined)

Violation Information

Listing 9 Code Changes - Violation Coverage Areas (Nationally-Defined) -
Conversion Guide (Old to New)

Listing 10 Code Changes - Violation Coverage Areas (New Nationally-Defined)

Listing 11 Code Changes - Violation Coverage Areas (Implementer-Defined - Used)

Listing 12 Code Changes - Violation Coverage Areas (Implementer-Defined - Not
Used)

Listing 13 Code Changes - Citation Type (Nationally-Defined)

Listing 14 Code Changes - Citation Type (Implementer-Defined)

Listing 15 Code Changes - Violation Priority Type (Nationally-Defined)

Listing 16 Code Changes - Violation Priority Type (Implementer-Defined)

Listing 17 Code Changes - Violation Class (Nationally-Defined)

Listing 18 Code Changes - Return To Compliance (RTC) Qualifier (Nationally-Defined)

Enforcement Information

Listing 19 Code Changes - Enforcement Types (Nationally-Defined)

Listing 20 Code Changes - Enforcement Types (Implementer-Defined - Used)

Listing 21 Code Changes - Enforcement Types (Implementer-Defined - Not Used)

Listing 22 Code Changes - Media Types (Nationally-Defined)

Listing 23 Code Changes - SEP Types (Nationally-Defined)

Listing 24 Code Changes - SEP Types (Implementer-Defined)

Listing 25 Code Changes - Penalty Type (Nationally-Defined)
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Guidance for Use of Appendices

Charts have been developed to show the changes created by the recommendations of PPIs 6, 14 and
19. To facilitate use of the charts, they have been ordered in a sequence consistent with the
discussion of codes in the text.  In most cases, there are separate charts showing nationally-defined
code changes and implementer-defined code changes.  In certain cases, implementer-defined code
changes have been separated into two separate charts, one identifying implementer-defined codes
which have never been used in RCRAInfo and another chart showing those implementer-defined
codes which are currently in use in RCRAInfo.

Generally, the charts are intended to show the old codes and the impact of the PPI’s
recommendations on that data.  In some cases, there will be no change while in other cases the
recommendation will be to change to a new code or to have the data deleted.  Upon review,
implementers may discover proposed changes that are incorrect.  Reviewing implementers should
identify those corrections and, together with any additional comments and  suggestions, provide that
feedback to the Team for consideration.

To further facilitate the use of these charts, please refer to the legend explanation below:

Rationale Term Explanation

Add New code being added.

Change Existing code changes to a new data
code.

Data Conversion Clarification and guidance for changing
existing data to new codes.

Delete Existing code will be deleted for future
use. Existing data will be converted, as
appropriate.  

No Change Existing code retained without
modification.

Revise Existing code is retained but either the
code description or code definition gets
revised.
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Listing 1.  Code Changes-Evaluation Types (Nationally-Defined)  

Code Changes  - Evaluation Types
Nationally-Defined Codes

Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

CAO Corrective Action
Oversight

HQ CAC Corrective Action
Compliance Evaluation

Revision- redefined to clarify and  limit
scope to compliance monitoring of
Corrective Action Orders

CAV Compliance Assistance
Activity

HQ CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Revision- redefined to clarify and  limit
scope to site-specific activities

CDI Case Development
Inspection

HQ CDI Case Development Inspection Revision- redefined to narrow scope and
clarify case development activities
Data Conversion- although most existing
CDI coded data will retain the CDI code,
due to the definition revision, some may 
need to be converted to  new code FCI 
(implementers will need to identify  those
entries requiring conversion)

CEI Compliance
Evaluation Inspection
On-Site 

HQ CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Revision- redefined to reflect
comprehensive inspection.

CES CEI Without
Substantial Sampling

HQ CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- not necessary to distinguish
between CEIs with and without sampling
Data Conversion- existing data should be
converted to CEI



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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CME Compliance (GW)
Monitoring
Evaluation

HQ GME Groundwater Monitoring
Evaluation

Revision- revised title to more accurately
reflect purpose of activity.

CMS CME Without
Substantial Sampling

HQ GME Groundwater Monitoring
Evaluation

Change- not necessary to distinguish
between GMEs with and without sampling
Data Conversion- existing data should be
converted to GME

CSE Compliance Schedule
Evaluation

HQ CSE Compliance Schedule
Evaluation

Revision- redefined to narrow scope
Data Conversion- although most existing
CSE coded data will retain the CSE code,
due to the definition revision, some may 
need to be converted to  new code FUI 
(implementers will need to identify  those
entries requiring conversion)

----- ----- HQ FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Add- needed to capture inspections
conducted which fall short of full scope
comprehensive inspection

FRR Financial Record
Review

HQ FRR Financial Record Review No Change

FSD Facility Self
Disclosure

HQ FSD Facility Self Disclosure No Change

----- ----- HQ FUI Follow-Up Inspection Add- needed to capture activities used to
monitor compliance status of prior
violations

LBN Land Restriction
Component

HQ FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
FCI
Data Conversion- existing data should be
converted to FCI with LDR focus area



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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MMB RCRA CEI Performed
w/Screening Checklist

HQ CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI
Data Conversion- existing data should be
converted to CEI; also needs a check in
the multi-media Indicator check box

MMC Comprehensive &
Coordinated
Inspection w/CEI

HQ CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI
Data Conversion- existing data should be
converted to CEI; also needs a check in
the multi-media Indicator check box

MMD Detailed MultiMedia
Inspection w/CEI

HQ CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI
Data Conversion- existing data should be
converted to CEI; also needs a check in
the multi-media Indicator check box

MMS MultiMedia Screening
Checklist Only

HQ FCI Focused Compliance
Monitoring Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI
Data Conversion- existing data should be
converted to FCI; also needs a check in
the multi-media Indicator check box

NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

HQ NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

No Change

OAM Operation and
Maintenance
Inspection

HQ OAM Operation and Maintenance
Inspection

No Change



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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OTH Other Evaluation HQ ----- ----- Delete- no longer needed
Data Conversion- existing data should be
converted to other categories of
evaluation type codes or deleted, as
appropriate (see attached charts)

SNN Not A Significant Non-
Complier

HQ SNN Not A Significant Non-
Complier

No Change

SNY Significant Non-
Complier

HQ SNY Significant Non-Complier No Change

SPL Sampling Inspection HQ ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type
Data Conversion- existing data should be
deleted (* - see note below)

* - Note: SPL evaluations will no longer be considered a separate evaluation.  Generally, they will be considered part of a more comprehensive evaluation
such as a CEI, GME, or FCI.  However, there may be several SPL events that have been independently linked to violations and enforcement actions in
RCRAInfo.  Implementers will need to change those linkages to reflect the original comprehensive evaluation that the SPL supported in order to maintain
appropriate linkages with an evaluation.  Adequate time (at least six months) should be allowed for implementers to accomplish this task.  At the end of that
period, all remaining SPL evaluations will be deleted.
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Listing 2.  Code Changes-Evaluation Types (Implementer-Defined - Not Used)

Code Changes  - Evaluation Types
Implementer-Defined Codes  - Not Used

(Not currently used in RCRAInfo)

The following implementer-defined codes are being proposed for deletion from RCRAInfo because there are no
instances where they have ever been used in RCRAInfo by the implementing agency. 

Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

123 8Y VA ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

ABC Test ND ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

BBB Test ND ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

BFE 8Y WI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

BRR 8YBIF Record Review DC, DE ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

CAR Corrective Action Cerocd
Review

08 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

CCR Citizen Complaint
Received

09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

FEI Focus Inspection MA, ME, NH, RI, VT ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

FSD Facility Self Disclosure 06
TX, NE

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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HWT HW Exempt Unit
Determination

09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

INC Incinerator Inspection DC, DE ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

IP Test UT ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

IRQ 3007 Information Request
Sent

TX ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

IRQ 3007 Request for
Information Sent

 MA, ME, NH ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

IRR Reviewed Response to
3007 Request

CT, MA, ME, NH, RI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

MME Less Than RCRA CEI,
More Than Screening

ME, RI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

MPB Part RCRA Eval w/
Screening for OT Media

MA, ME ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

MPC Part RCRA Eval w/
Screening for Two/More
OT Media

01
CT, MA, ME, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

MPD Part RCRA Eval w/
Detailed Evaluation of
Media

01
CT, MA, ME, RI

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

OEC Evaluations Associated
with the OECA2001
project

WA ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

P2V Pollution Prevention
Assistance Visit

09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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PCG Post-Closure
Groundwater Report
Review

KS ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

PEJ PEI or MME or MMS or
MPB or MPC or MPD

01 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

QTR -?- NV ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

RCA 8YRCRA Compliance
Assistance

IL, MN, OH, WI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

RPT -?- MN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

SCI -?- AZ ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

TAV 8YTechnical Assistance
Visit

05
IL, IN, MN, OH, WA

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

UOV Used Oil Assistance Visit 09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

UWV Universal Waste
Assistance Visit

09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

VIL Verified Inactive to LQG 01
MA, ME, NH, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

VIS Verified Inactive to SQG 01
CT, ME, NH, RI

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

VIV Verified Inactive to VSQG 01
ME, NH, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

VLI Verified LQG to Inactive ME, NH, VT ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

VLS Verified LQG to SQG 01
MA, ME, NH, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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VLV Verified LQG to VSQG 01
MA, ME, NH, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

VSI Verified SQG to Inactive ME, NH ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

VSL Verified SQG to LQG 01
MA, ME, NH, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

VSV Verified SQG to VSQG ME, NH, RI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

VVI Verified VSQG to Inactive 01
ME, NH, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

VVL Verified VSQG to LQG 01
MA, ME, NH, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

VVS Verified VSQG to SQG 01
MA, ME, NH, RI

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

XIL Unverified Inactive to
LQG

VT ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

XIS Unverified Inactive to
SQG

01
CT, ME, NH, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

XIV Unverified Inactive to
VSQG

01
CT, ME, NH, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

XLD Unverified LQG to Dead
Mail

01
CT, ME, NH, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

XLI Unverified LQG to
Inactive

ME, NH, RI, VT ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

XLS Unverified LQG to SQG NH, RI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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XLV Unverified LQG to VSQG ME, NH, RI, VT ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

XSD Unverified SQG to Dead
Mail

01
CT, ME, NH, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

XSI Unverified SQG to
Inactive

ME, NH, RI, VT ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

XSL Unverified SQG to LQG 01
CT, ME, NH, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

XSV Unverified SQG to VSQG ME, NH, RI, VT ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

XVD Unverified VSQG to Dead
Mail

01
CT, ME, NH, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

XVI Unverified VSQG to
Inactive

ME, NH, RI, VT ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

XVL Unverified VSQG to LQG 01
CT, ME, NH, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo

XVS Unverified VSQG to SQG 01
ME, NH, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo
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Listing 3.  Code Changes-Evaluation Types (Implementer-Defined - Used)

Code Changes  - Evaluation Types
Implementer-Defined Codes  - Used

(Currently in use in RCRAInfo)

The following implementer-defined codes are currently being used in RCRA Info.  Code changes are
being proposed for these codes, as per the notations below. 

Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

307 3007 letter seeking
hazardous waste
information

09 ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

ARI Automotive Repair
Initiative

GA ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type; should be
tracked through mechanisms in PPI # 1

AUG Augusta Dry Cleaning
Initiative

GA ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type; should be
tracked through mechanisms in PPI # 1

BBL Burner/Blender Inspection GA FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with BIF focus area

BKI Brunswick Initiative GA ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type; should be
tracked through mechanisms in PPI # 1

BRR 8YBIF Record Review 03
MD, VA, WV

NRR Non-Financial Record Review Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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BRR BIF Record Review 04 NRR Non-Financial Record Review Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

CAR Corrective Action Cerocd
Review

CO CAC Corrective Action Compliance
Evaluation

Change- covered by revised evaluation type
code CAC

CEJ Date Inspection Report
Received in DEC Central
Office

NY ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

CEP Compliance Evaluation,
Partial

CO FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

COL Close Out Letter 08 ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

COL Close-out Letter WY ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

DBF TSD- Boiler/Industrial
Furnace

NC FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with BIF focus area

DCI Dougherty County
Initiative

GA ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type; should be
tracked through mechanisms in PPI # 1

DRY Dry Cleaner Initiative GA ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type; should be
tracked through mechanisms in PPI # 1

EFR Enforcement Follow-Up
Review

CO FUI Follow-Up Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FUI

FEI Focus Inspection 01
CT

FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

GBF Generator -
Boiler/Industrial Furnace

NC FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with BIF focus area

GRR Groundwater Record
Review

FL NRR Non-Financial Record Review Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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HCI Hall County Initiative GA ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type; should be
tracked through mechanisms in PPI # 1

INC 8YIncinerator Inspection 03
MD, VA, WV

FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with INC focus area

INC Incinerator Inspection PA FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with INC focus area

INC Y TN FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with INC focus area

INV Investigation 09 CEI Compliance Evaluation Inspection Change- appears to be an inspection
covered by existing evaluation type code
CEI

IRC Inspection Report
Completed

08
WY

----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

IRQ 3007 Information Request
Sent

06
AR, LA, OK

----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

IRQ 3007 Request for
Information Sent

 01
CT, RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

IRR Reviewed Response to 3007
Request

01, 06
AR, LA, OK,VT

----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

LTR 3007 or 9005 Information
Request Letter Sent

02 ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

MAN Manifest Review NH, PR NRR Non-Financial Record Review Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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MME Less Than RCRA CEI, More
Than Screening

01
CT, MA, NH, VT

FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs a check in the multi-
media Indicator check box

MPB Part RCRA Eval w/
Screening for OT Media

01
CT, NH, RI, VT

FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs a check in the multi-
media Indicator check box

NNF Y TN ----- ----- Delete- description inadequate

OSE Oversight CEI by EPA 09 FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also should indicate Responsible
Agency code X

OSS Oversight CEI by State 09 FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also should indicate Responsible
Agency code T

OUT Outreach Inspection KS CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- appears to be a compliance
assistance type activity covered by existing
evaluation type code CAV

PBT Persistent Bioaccumulative
& Tox Was Gen

GA FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track through mechanisms
in PPI # 1

PCI Pre-Permit/Closure Plan
Inspection

CO FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area

PCI Peach County Initiative GA ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type; should be
tracked through mechanisms in PPI # 1

PEI Partial Evaluation
Inspection

01
CT, MA, ME,
NH, RI, VT

FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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PFT Petroleum Facility GA FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

PPV Pollution Prevention Visit WA FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

RCA 8YRCRA Compliance
Assistance

05
MI

CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- appears to be a compliance
assistance type activity covered by existing
evaluation type code CAV

RCI Richmond County Initiative GA ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type; should be
tracked through mechanisms in PPI # 1

RTC Return To Compliance
Inspection

09 FUI Follow-Up Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FUI

SCA Screening Checklist - ASAP 07 FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI; needs check in MultiMedia
Indicator check box

SCC Screening Checklist - Get
to as Can

07 FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI; needs check in MultiMedia
Indicator check box

SCD Screening Checklist - Don’t
Bother

07 FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI; needs check in MultiMedia
Indicator check box

SCH Screening Checklist - Hot 07 FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI; needs check in MultiMedia
Indicator check box

SCI Investigation of Complaint 09 FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI with a check in Citizen
Complaint Indicator check box



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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SQI State Quarterly Inspection 09 FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also should indicate Responsible
Agency code X

SVG Site Visit - General 07 FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

TAV 8YTechnical Assistance
Visit

WI CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- appears to be a compliance
assistance type activity covered by existing
evaluation type code CAV

TAV Technical Assistance Visit GA, NC CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- appears to be a compliance
assistance type activity covered by existing
evaluation type code CAV

UOI Used Oil Inspection NC FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI with UOI focus area

VIL Verified Inactive to LQG MA, VT FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

VIS Verified Inactive to SQG MA, VT FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

VIV Verified Inactive to VSQG CT, MA FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

VLI Verified LQG to Inactive 01
CT, MA, RI

FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI with ISI focus area

VLS Verified LQG to SQG CT FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

VLV Verified LQG to VSQG CT FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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VSI Verified SQG to Inactive 01
CT, MA, RI, VT

FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI with ISI focus area

VSL Verified SQG to LQG CT FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

VSV Verified SQG to VSQG 01
CT, MA, VT

FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

VVI Verified VSQG to Inactive CT, MA, RI FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI with ISI focus area

VVL Verified VSQG to LQG CT FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

VVS Verified VSQG to SQG CT, VT FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

WMI Waste Minimization
Inspection

NC CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- appears to be a compliance
assistance type activity covered by existing
evaluation type code CAV

XIL Unverified Inactive to LQG CT FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

XIS Unverified Inactive to SQG MA FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

XIV Unverified Inactive to
VSQG

MA FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

XLD Unverified LQG to Dead
Mail

MA FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

XLI Unverified LQG to Inactive 01
CT, MA

FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI with ISI focus area



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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XLS Unverified LQG to SQG 01
CT, MA

FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

XLV Unverified LQG to VSQG 01
CT, MA

FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

XSD Unverified SQG to Dead
Mail

MA FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

XSI Unverified SQG to Inactive 01
CT, MA

FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI with ISI focus area

XSL Unverified SQG to LQG MA FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

XSV Unverified SQG to VSQG 01
CT, MA

FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

XVD Unverified VSQG to Dead
Mail

MA FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI

XVI Unverified VSQG to
Inactive

01
CT, MA

FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI with ISI focus area

XVS Unverified VSQG to SQG CT, MA FCI Focused Compliance Inspection Change- this is covered by new evaluation
type code FCI
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Listing 4.  Code Changes-Evaluation Type “OTH” (With Reason Code)

Code Changes
Conversion Guidance For Evaluation Type Code  OTH

(“OTH” with an Evaluation Reason Code)

Old
Reason
Code

Old Reason Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Evaluation
Type Code

New Code Description Rationale

00 Routine 09 CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

01 Follow-up HQ, US FUI Follow-Up Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FUI

02 Case Development HQ, US CDI Case Development
Inspection 

Change- covered by revised evaluation
type code CDI

03 Sampling HQ, US FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
FCI
Data Conversion- existing data should be
converted to FCI;  evaluations using 03
Reason Code should also have a check in
the Sampling indicator check box (* see
note below)

04 Citizen Complaint HQ, US FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
FCI; also needs to have check in Citizen
Complaint indicator box

05 Withdrawals HQ, US FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
FCI

06 Closure HQ, US FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
FCI with CPC focus area



Old
Reason
Code

Old Reason Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Evaluation
Type Code

New Code Description Rationale
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07 3007 Request Letter 08 ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

07 Annual Report Review KY NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

07 Construction IL, MI, MN, OH,
WI

FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
FCI

07 Envir. Justice WV FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

07 General LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

07 Generator Inspection 06
NM

FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

07 Other Reason CO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

07 Returned Mail KS ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

08 Oil Burner/Marketer 05
IL, MN

FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with uoi focus area

08 Spill AR, LA, NM, TX FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with EMR focus area

08 Spot Inspection 08
MT, ND, WY

FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

09 EPA Referral LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

09 Manifest Exception
Report

NC NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR



Old
Reason
Code

Old Reason Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/
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New Code Description Rationale
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09 Planned Inspection WY CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change-  covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

09 Remote Transp Inspec MI, WI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with RTI focus area

10 GW Record Review KY NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

10 Meeting Formal Enfor AL ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

10 No Further Action
Required

06 ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

10 Non-Notifier GA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

10 RIP-FLEX OH, WI CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code CEI

11 Activity Status Eval GA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

11 GLI-Great Lakes Init WI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

12 Part B Review 05
IL, IN

NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code NRR

13 Excellence of
Leadership

06 FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

13 Multi-Media Inspect 05
IL, MN, OH, WI

CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI; also needs a check in the
Multi-Media indicator check box



Old
Reason
Code

Old Reason Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)
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Type Code

New Code Description Rationale
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14 Drip Pad Inspection LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with THI focus area

14 Import/Export 05 FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with IEI focus area

15 Environmental Leader
Program

06 FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

15 Facility Request NC CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

15 Focused Inspection 05
IN, MN, OH, WI

FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

15 No Violation MT, WY CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

15 Support of EPA GA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

16 NW Indiana 05 FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

16 Return To Compliance MT, WY FUI Follow-Up Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FUI

17 SPL Oversight by CDH CO ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

18 Compliance Assistance IL, IN, MN, OH,
WI

CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

19 Compliance Survey CO CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

19 NOV Appealed AL ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type
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Code
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Description
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20 Admin Order Appealed AL ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

20 Ground Water Review GA NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code NRR

20 Sector NC FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

21 CAR No Further Action
R

TX CAC Corrective Action
Compliance Evaluation

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAC

21 Used Oil Processors
and Re-Refiners

AL FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with UOI focus area

22 Sampling Review LA, OK, TX NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code NRR

22 SE Michigan 05 FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

22 Support of EPA AL FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

24 Cont Emissions Syst LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

25 IRQ- US/Mexico Border 06 FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with IEI focus area; also track
as per PPI # 1

25 MLT-
MD/NonNot/Complt

MN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs a check in
Multimedia and Citizen Complaint
indicator boxes

25 Show Cause/Informal
Meeting

NC ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type
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25 Waste Oil Processor GA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with UOI focus area

26 IRR US/Mexico Brd TX NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR; also track as per PPI # 1

26 Post-Closure Activit MI, OH FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
FCI with CPC focus area

28 Dry Cleaners Initiat OH FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

29 Drinking Water Tap OH FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

30 Manifest Exception GA NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

34 Greater Chicago 05 FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

34 UIC Inspection OK, TX FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with UIC focus area

35 Delisting Petition GA NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

39 BIF/MultiMedia Insp TX FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with BIF focus area; also needs
a check in Multi-Media indicator check
box

40 Biennial Report GA NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

40 BIF Inspection 06
TX

FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with BIF focus area
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42 Technical Assistance WI CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

46 Dept of Defense Insp NM, TX CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

46 Dept of Defense
Inspection

06 CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

48 Site Visit/Survey 05
MI, MN, WI

CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

49 CTY Saturation Insp WI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

50 MMI w/RCRA Lead LA CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI; also needs a check in
Multi-Media indicator box

50 Multi-Med RCRA Lead 06
AR, TX

CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI; also needs a check in
Multi-Media indicator box

51 MMI w/Water as Lead LA CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI; also needs a check in
Multi-Media indicator box

51 Multi-Med w/Water as
Lead

AR, OK CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI; also needs a check in
Multi-Media indicator box

52 Multi-Med Air Lead AR CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI; also needs a check in
Multi-Media indicator box
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53 Complaint/Follow-Up 05
MN, OH

FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs a check in Citizen
Complaint indicator box

53 MMI w/State as Lead LA CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI; also needs a check in
Multi-Media indicator box

54 Complaint/Follo/Samp MN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs a check in Citizen
Complaint and Sampling indicator boxes

55 Complaint/Sampling MN, WI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs a check in Citizen
Complaint and Sampling indicator boxes

56 GLI/Complaint MN, WI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs a check in Citizen
Complaint indicator box; also needs to be
tracked as per PPI # 1

57 GLI/Complaint/Follo-
Up

WI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs a check in Citizen
Complaint indicator box; also needs to be
tracked as per PPI # 1

59 GLI/Sampling MN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs a check in Sampling
indicator box; also needs to be tracked as
per PPI # 1

60 In-House Complaint MI, MN,OH FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs a check in Citizen
Complaint indicator box
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60 LQG GA CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

61 SQG GA CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

61 State Fee Bill TX FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

62 EPA/OSHA TX FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

63 CEG GA CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

63 EPA/Mexico TX FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with IEI focus; also track as per
PPI # 1

63 Multi-Media Inspect WV CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI; also needs a check in
Multi-Media indicator check box

63 US/Mexico 06 FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with IEI focus area; also track
as per PPI # 1

65 Multi-Med/Complaint 05
MN

CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI; also needs a check in
Citizen Complaint and Multimedia 
indicator boxes

66 Salvage Yard Audits DE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI
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67 Non-Notifier MN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

67 TSD Sampling
Oversight

DE ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type; original
evaluation event should show check in
Sampling Indicator box

67 VSI- OffSite 06 ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

68 Non-Not/Complaint OH FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs a check in Citizen
Complaint indicator box

68 VSI- OnSite 06
AR

FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

69 Non-Not/Follow-Up MN, WI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

71 Sampling/Follow-Up 05
MN

----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type; original
evaluation event should show check in
Sampling Indicator box

73 Used Oil Processing 05
MI, OH

FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with UOI focus area

74 Used Oil/Complaint MN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with UOI focus area; also needs
a check in Citizen Complaint indicator
box

75 Permit Evaders 06 FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

77 No Longer Regulated MI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI
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78 Review Permit Cond. OH FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

79 Hydrolic Monitoring MI GME Groundwater Monitoring
Evaluation

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code  GME

88 Emerg Response Call TN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with EMR focus area

89 Facility Status Eval TN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

93 Follow-Up Inspection
to Verify Compliance
with Previous Letter of
Warning

07 FUI Follow-Up Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FUI

94 IA Scr by EPA
Contractor

07 FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

95 Groundwater Monitor. TN GME Groundwater Monitoring
Evaluation

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code GME

95 Level 2 Inspection MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

96 Misc., Other Non-Fin TN NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

96 Used Oil 07 FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with UOI focus area

97 Emerg. Response Insp TN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with EMR focus area

97 Ensv Screening Insp 07 CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV
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98 Compl Asst
Visit/Outreach

MO CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

98 Compl Asst/Outreach 07 CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

98 Special Waste Eval. TN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with UWR focus area

99 Joint Inspection 05
MI, MN, OH, WI

FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code FCI; also use Responsible
Agency code T (if a state evaluation) or X
(if a region evaluation)

99 No Spec Reason Avail 07 CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

99 No Viols/Close Out NM FUI Follow-Up Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FUI

99 Walk-Through Inspect TN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code FCI

* - Note: Independent sampling evaluations will no longer be considered a separate evaluation.  Generally, OTH evaluations using
Reason Code 03 (sampling) will be considered part of a more comprehensive evaluation such as FCI.
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Listing 5.  Code Changes-Evaluation Type “OTH” (Without Reason Code)

Code Changes
Conversion Guidance For Evaluation Type Code OTH

(“OTH” without an Evaluation Reason Code)

Narrative Comment
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Evaluation
Type Code

New Code Description Rationale

[no comment provided] AR, CO, IA, IN, KS,
LA, MI, MN, MO,
ND, NE, OK, TX,

UT

FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Undetermined- not able to make
preliminary determination as to what
existing evaluation type code these should
be added to or if they should be deleted;
need to check with states and have them
update to HQ defined code;

Data should automatically convert to FCI
as the default value unless implementers
otherwise designate

# Viol. Cited OH ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

120/L. Reese TX ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

3007 Information Request IN, WY ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

3007 Letter MO ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

3007 Review DC ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

7003 Compliance MI CSE Compliance Schedule
Evaluation

Change- covered by revised evaluation
type code CSE

Abandoned Hazardous Waste NM FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI



Narrative Comment
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Evaluation
Type Code

New Code Description Rationale
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Access Denied IA, CO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Activity Verification &
Outreach

WI CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

Administrative Offices Only LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new  evaluation type
code FCI

Air Release LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CCI focus area

AIRM Section LA NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code NRR

Alternate Schedule Requested LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Annual Report Assistance TN CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

AO For Closure LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by revised evaluation
type code FCI with CPC focus area

AQ/HW Inspection SD FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new  evaluation type
code FCI

Assess Sampling Procedures TN GME Groundwater Monitoring
Evaluation

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code GME
[if not GME, could be a separate CEI or
FCI;  if sampling is subsequent to an on-
going investigation, then this is considered
part of that evaluation and should be
Deleted]
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Assess Site Conditions IL FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Assist SWCU OK FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Audit Road Side NJ FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with RTI focus area

Auto Service Received UT ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

AVC LA CSE Compliance Schedule
Evaluation

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code CSE

Began Remediation MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CAR focus area

BIF AL, NC, MO, MS FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with BIF focus area

BIF Inspection KS FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with BIF focus area

Business Closed NE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Business Moved NE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

California ID Number CA
xxxxxxxxx

WY ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Case Dev. NC CDI Case Development Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code CDI

CAV OK CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV
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CDI CO CDI Case Development Inspection Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CDI

CERCLA Offsite
Determination

UT FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

CESQG NE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Certification of Closure/Viol.
Corrected

NE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area

CFR Reference CN, ME, WV ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Change of Ownership NE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Chemical Facility Initiative MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

Closed IA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area

Closed Impoundment MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area

Closed Loop Determination LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Closeout Letter NM ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Closure VI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area

Closure Activity Oversight IL FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area
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Closure Certification
Verification

NE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area

Closure Eval. TN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area

Closure Inspections KS FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area

Closure of Burning Grounds MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area

Closure Oversight OH FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area

Closure/Post Closure
Inspection

MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area

Closure Request NE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area

Closure Schedule Review MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area

Comm. Fac. Insp. SC CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change-  covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

Comm. Meeting TN ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Complaint CN, DE, IA, ID, ME,
NE, NM, OR, RI, VT

FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs check in Citizen
Complaint indicator box

Compliance Asst. WI CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV
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Compliance Assistance AK, AL, ID, MA,
ME, NJ, UT, WA,

WY

CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

Compliance Extension KY CSE Compliance Schedule
Evaluation

Change-  covered by revised evaluation
type code CSE

Compliance Outreach MO CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

Compliance Status (Permit
Viol.)

NJ FUI Follow-Up Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FUI

Compliance with CO MO CSE Compliance Schedule
Evaluation

Change-  covered by revised evaluation
type code CSE

Compliance with Consent
Agree. or SEPs

KS CSE Compliance Schedule
Evaluation

Change-  covered by revised evaluation
type code CSE

Computer Refurbishing
Operation

NE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Conference Call AL ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Conference - Meeting WI ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Consent Agreement ND ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Construction Evaluation UT FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Consultation Visit NM CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

Contractor Oversight IA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI



Narrative Comment
Description

Implementer
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Conversation with Operator NE ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Corrective Action Oversight NE CAC Corrective Action
Compliance Evaluation

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAC

Court Witness TN ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Courtesy Inspection - Indian
Land

NM CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

Criminal OH, WI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Daily Insp. OH FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Defense Depot - Dioxin TN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Deficient Closure Plan NM FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area

Delisting Insp. TN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with DOS focus area

Determin. Insp. RI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with DOS focus area

Emergency Permit NE, NM FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with EMR focus area

Emergency Removal OK FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with EMR focus area

Emergency Response &
Clean-up

NM FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with EMR focus area
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Engineering Certification UT ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Engineering Order to Proceed LA NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code NRR

EPA Inspection NM FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

EPA Lead WI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

EPA Oversight OK CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change-  covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI; also needs “X” Responsible
Agency code

Episodic SQG NE CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change-  covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

Eval Insp. CN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Evaluate Proximity of RCRA
Corrective Action to Proposed
Road

WY FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CAR focus area

Evaluate SWMU & AOC WY FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CAR focus area

Exception Report NC NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

Extend Comp. Date TN ----- ----- Delete- not an  evaluation type

Extension Request Check LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI
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Facility Closed MS FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Facility in Receivership LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Facility Initiative MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

Facility Not In Compliance MD ----- ----- Delete- not an  evaluation type

Facility Not Operating OK FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with ISI focus area

Facility Sold - Vacant WI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with ISI focus area

Facility Walk-through OH CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

Facility Wide Tour NE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new  evaluation type
code FCI

Failure to Pay Fees MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Failure to Submit AL NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

Failure to Submit Annual
Reports

MO NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

Familiarize Staff with Facility NE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new  evaluation type
code FCI

Field Demo. NC FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI
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Final Determination NE ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Fine Charged NJ ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Fire LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with EMR focus area

Follow-Up AL, FL, IA, MO,
NM, OH

FUI Follow-Up Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FUI

Follow-up Insp. MS FUI Follow-Up Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FUI

Follow-up to Fire MO, NM FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with EMR focus area

Follow-up to Spill LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with EMR focus area

General Inspection LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change-  covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Generator Insp. SC CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change-  covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

Generator Type (SQG Etc.) CN, NJ CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change-  covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

Generators on Tribal Land OR CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change-  covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

Geotechnical Inspection LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

HRS Package WY ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type
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Improper Disposal - LDR NM FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with LDR focus area

In-house Annual Report Eval. MN NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

In-house Manifest Eval. MN NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

Inactivation of ID Number LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with ISI focus area

Incident Response KY, WI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with EMR focus area

Incident Response & follow-
up

NC FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with EMR focus area

Incident (Spill or Fire)
Response

IL FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with EMR focus area

Insp. GW Mon. Wells KY CME Comprehensive
(Groundwater) Monitoring
Evaluation

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CME
[ could this be an independent FCI...? ]

Inspection of Inventory MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Inspection Requested by SW
Division

LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Inspection to Close Case MO FUI Follow-Up Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FUI

Internal Investigation LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI
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Issue CO LA ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Joint Insp. DE, IN, MA, MN,
PA, TN

FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change-  covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Joint Inspections UT FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change-  covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Joint Oversight MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change-  covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs “X” Responsible
Agency code

Joint State Oversight KS FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change-  covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs “X” Responsible
Agency code

Lab Audit UT FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with LAA focus area

Landfilling Error LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Late Submittal GA NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

Late Submittal of Part A NE NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR 

LDR TN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with LDR focus area

Licensing Eval. WI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Liner Damage Inspection KS FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI
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LOC Sent KS, MO ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

LOC Sent - No Violations IA ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

LTU Inpsection WY FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Manifest Review DE NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

Maritime Initiative LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

Meeting AL, KY, NC, TN ----- ----- Delete- not an  evaluation type

Minor Deficiency Noted AR ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Monitor Well Installation WY FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Moved WA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Moved/Out of Business CN, MA, NH, NJ, 
PR, RI, VT

FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change-  covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with ISI focus area

Moved/Out of Business NY FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- Covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Multi-Media NE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs check in Multimedia
indicator box

National Cluster Filing AR, OK CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI; also track as per PPI # 1
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Never Constructed LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new  evaluation type
code FCI

New Storage Facility NE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new  evaluation type
code FCI

No Deficiencies Noted AR ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

No Longer In Business OH FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with ISI focus area

No Longer Regulated CN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

No NOV Issued IA ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

No Response Necessary UT ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

No Violations AR, GU, IA, KS, LA,
MO, NE, NM, UT

----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Non-Gen. HW OH FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Non-Generator IA, KS, MO, OK, UT FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Non-Handler LA, NE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Non-Notifier Insp. VT FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Not a HW Generator LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new  evaluation type
code FCI
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Not at Address TX FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with ISI focus area

Not In Operation TX FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with ISI focus area

Notification of Name Change -
No Viol.    

LA ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Notification of Treatment w/o
Permit

MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

NOV LA ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

NOV Mailed NY ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Observation Inspection IL FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Observe Corrective Action NE CAC Corrective Action
Compliance Evaluation

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAC

Observe Sampling KY, NE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI
[ could also be an independent CME, FCI,
or CEI; or, could be part of an ongoing
CME, FCI, or CEI and, if so, should be
deleted ]

ODEQ Lead OK CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by Existing evaluation
type code CEI

Open Dumping Report IA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs check in Citizen
Complaint indicator box
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Out of Business KS, MI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with ISI focus area

Oversight UT CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI; also needs a “X”
Responsible Agency code

Oversight/Overfile CO CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI; also needs a “X”
Responsible Agency code

Partial Closure VT FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CPC focus area

Partial Insp. OH, OR FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Penalty Assessed WI ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Permit Section Action LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Permitting Evaluation NM FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Phone Convers. OH ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Physical Compliance
Inspection

MO CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

PIF IL FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with UIC focus area

Plant Shut Down LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with ISI focus area
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Pre-oper. Insp. IL FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Public Information Meeting ND ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Public Hearing NE ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

RAP Oversight IL FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Received XXX Date UT ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Reclassif. Investigation PR FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Record Review MD, MN, NE, NM NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

Referral TN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new  evaluation type
code FCI

Referral by ARO LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new  evaluation type
code FCI

Referral from Emergency
Response

LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new  evaluation type
code FCI

Referral from Kansas DHE MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new  evaluation type
code FCI

Referral from Permits or
Asbestos

MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new  evaluation type
code FCI

Referral to OSHA LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI
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Referral to SW Division LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new  evaluation type
code FCI

Remedial Oversight IL, WI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CAR focus area

Resource Recovery MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new  evaluation type
code FCI

Responded to by Water
Division

AR ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Response to Injury NM FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new  evaluation type
code FCI with EMR focus area

Review GW Results GA NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

Revisions to Permit App.
Deficiencies

NM NRR Non-Financial Record
Review

Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code NRR

RTC During Insp. WI CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change-  covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

Sample Results Received MO ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Sample Results Review AL, WI ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Sampling AL, CO, MO, MS,
ND, UT

----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Sampling with EPA OK ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Screening MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI;  also needs a check in the
Multimedia Indicator box
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Screening Checklist IA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI;  also needs a check in the
Multimedia Indicator box

SEA - State WY FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Search Warrant & Clean-up NM FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Seeking Analytical KS ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Self-Disclosure AK, NE FSD Facility Self Disclosure Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code FSD

Self Report UT FSD Facility Self Disclosure Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code FSD

Self-Reported IN FSD Facility Self Disclosure Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code FSD

Self-Reported Violation LA, MO, TN FSD Facility Self Disclosure Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code FSD

Show Cause AL ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Site Inspection for 3008H
Settlement

CO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with CAR focus area

Site Visit CO, IL, NC, NM,
UT, WI

FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change-  covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Site Visit - Non CEI NM FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Small Quantity Burner Exempt
Eval.

ND FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with BIF focus area
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Small Quantity Burner
Exempt. Rules

WY FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with BIF focus area

Speculative Accumulation MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with DOS focus area

Spill KS, LA, ND, NE FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with EMR focus area

Spill Insp. NH FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with EMR focua area

SSR TX FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

State SQG WY FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Stipulated Consent Agreement WY ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Surveillance WI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

SW/PCB/HW Inspection SD FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

SW Viol Discovered during
EPA Inspection

KS FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Sweeps (Schools, Shops, etc.) WA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also track as per PPI # 1

Tank Cleaning Check LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with THI focus area

Tank Inspection KS FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with THI focus area
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Tech. Asst. KY, TN CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

Technical Assistance OR, UT, WA CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

Technical Asst. NC CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV

Telephone RTC AL ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type; violation
should be recorded as RTC with a “D”
qualifier code

Time Extension Inspection LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Trial Burn Observation IA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with INC focus area

Training AL, NC FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI; also needs “T” Responsible
Agency code

Transport. Req. AL FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Trip Report Received MO ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Type of Visit ID ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

UIC IL FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with UIC focus area

UIC MIT IL FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with UIC focus area
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UIC - PIF IL FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with UIC focus area

Unit Inspections OK FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Used Oil
Marketer/Transporter

WY FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with UOI focus area

UST Closure MO FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Variance Compliance WI FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with DOS focus area

Variance Request Insp. TN FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI with DOS focus area

Viol. Determined after Insp. WI CEI Compliance Evaluation
Inspection

Change-  covered by existing evaluation
type code CEI

Violation Deleted LA FUI Follow-Up Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FUI

Violation Found Insp. WA FUI Follow-Up Inspection Change-  covered by new evaluation type
code FUI

VSI OK FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Waiting for Info from South
Africa

LA CDI Case Development Inspection Change- covered by new evaluation type
code CDI

Warning Letter WY ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

Waste Minimization IA CAV Compliance Assistance Visit Change- covered by existing evaluation
type code CAV
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Witness Clean-up LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Witness Container Disposal LA FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI

Witness Sampling LA ----- ----- Delete- not an evaluation type

WOW 249 TX FCI Focused Compliance
Inspection

Change- covered by new evaluation type
code FCI
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Listing 6.  Code Changes-Evaluation Reason Types (Nationally-Defined)

Code Changes  - Evaluation Reason Types
Nationally-Defined Codes

Old
Reason
Code

Old Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New

Reason
Code

New Reason 

Code Description

Rationale *

(blank) (blank) HQ ----- ----- Delete- no longer needed; addressed through revised
evaluation type codes 
Data Conversion- existing evaluations with (blank) Reason
Code are routine inspections and require no special
conversion

01 Follow-Up HQ ----- ----- Delete- no longer needed; addressed through revised
evaluation type codes 
Data Conversion- existing evaluations with 01 Reason Code
should be converted to new Evaluation Type code FUI

02 Case
Development

HQ ----- ----- Delete-  no longer needed; addressed through revised
evaluation type codes
Data Conversion- existing evaluations with 02 Reason Code
should be converted to new Evaluation Type code CDI

03 Sampling HQ ----- ----- Delete-  no longer needed;  addressed through use of Sampling
indicator check box
Data Conversion- existing evaluations with 03 Reason Code
should show a check in the new Sampling indicator check box
associated with the evaluation

04 Citizen
Complaint

HQ ----- ----- Delete-  no longer needed; addressed through use of Citizen
Complaint indicator check box in general evaluation
information data screen
Data Conversion- evaluations with 04 Reason Code should
show a check in new Citizen Complaint indicator check box
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05 Withdrawals HQ ----- ----- Delete- no longer needed; Part A applications/interim status
has expired
Data Conversion- existing evaluations with 05 Reason Code
should be converted to new Evaluation Type code  FCI

06 Closure HQ ----- ----- Delete- no longer needed; addressed through new evaluation
type code FCI
Data Conversion- existing evaluations with 06 Reason Code
should be converted to new Evaluation Type code FCI

*  Note - The above nationally-defined Reason Codes are being eliminated.  However, some evaluations coded with these Reason Codes may need to be
re-coded as to Evaluation Type as described in Rationale column.
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Listing 7.  Code Changes-Evaluation Coverage Areas (Nationally-Defined and Implementer-Defined)

Code Changes  - Evaluation Coverage Areas
Nationally-Defined and Implementer-Defined Codes

Old Code Old Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale *

[ all codes ] [ all ] [ all ] ----- ----- Delete- no longer needed 
Data Conversion- all existing data should be
deleted

[ * - note that although Coverage Area codes will no longer be used in association with Evaluations, they  will
continue to be used in association with Violations; this chart only addresses the disposition of Coverage Area codes
for Evaluations]
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Listing 8.  Code Changes-Responsible Agency Values (Nationally-Defined)

Code Changes  - Responsible Agency
Nationally-Defined Codes

Old
Code

Old Responsible Agency
Code Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Responsible Agency
Code Description

Rationale

S State HQ S State No Change-  

B State Contractor HQ B State Contractor/Grantee Change- title revised to provide
clarification 

----- ----- HQ T State Initiated
Oversight/Observation/Train
ing Actions

Add new- needed to capture state
activities involving state
oversight/observation of EPA activities
and/or training activities with EPA

E EPA HQ E EPA No Change-  

C EPA Contractor HQ C EPA Contractor/Grantee Change- title revised to provide
clarification

X EPA Oversight of State
Action

HQ X EPA Initiated
Oversight/Observation/Train
ing Action

Change- title and definition revised to
reflect broader scope of code, consistent
new with code T
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Listing 9.  Code Changes-Violation Coverage Areas (Nationally-Defined) - Conversion Guide (Old to New). 

Code Changes  - Violation Coverage Areas
Conversion Guide for Old Codes to New Codes

Nationally-Defined Codes

Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New Code New Code Description Rationale

BCE BIF- Standards to Control
Emissions

HQ 266H Specific- Boilers and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code 266H
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 266H

BDT BIF- Standards for Direct
Transfer

HQ 266H Specific- Boilers and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code 266H
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 266H

BIS BIF- Interim Status
Standards

HQ 266H Specific- Boilers and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code 266H
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 266H

BPS BIF- Permit Standards HQ 266H Specific- Boilers and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code 266H
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 266H

BRR BIF-Standards for
Regulation of Residue

HQ 266H Specific- Boilers and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code 266H
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 266H

CAS TSD- Corrective Action
Compliance Schedule

HQ 264S TSD- Corrective Action for
SWMUs

Change- covered by new code 264S
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264S

CSS Compliance Schedule
Violation

HQ FEA FEA- Formal Enforcement
Agreement or Order

Change- covered by new code FEA
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to FEA



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New Code New Code Description Rationale
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DCH TSD- Chemical/Physical 
Biological Requirements

HQ 265Q TSD Interim Status- Chemical,
Physical, Biological Treatment

Change- covered by new code 265Q
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 265Q

DCL TSD- Closure/Post Closure
Requirements

HQ 264G TSD- Closure/Post Closure Change- covered by new code 264G
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264G

DCP TSD- Contingency Plan
Requirements

HQ 264D TSD- Contingency Plan and
Emergency Procedures

Change- covered by new code 264D
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264D

DFR TSD- Financial
Responsibility
Requirements

HQ 264H TSD- Financial Requirements Change- covered by new code 264H
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264H

DGS TSD- General Standards HQ 264B TSD- General Facility
Standards

Change- covered by new code 264B
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264B

DGW TSD- Groundwater
Monitoring Requirements

HQ 265F TSD Interim Status- Ground-
Water Monitoring

Change- covered by new code 265F
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 265F

DIA Incinerator- Waste Analysis HQ 264O TSD- Incinerator Standards Change- covered by new code 264O
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264O

DIN TSD- Incinerator
Requirements

HQ 264O TSD- Incinerator Standards Change- covered by new code 264G
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264G



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New Code New Code Description Rationale
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DLB TSD- Land Ban
Requirements

HQ ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all DLB will convert to
268A]

DLF TSD- Landfills
Requirements

HQ 264N TSD- Landfill Standards Change- covered by new code 264N
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264N

DLT TSD- Land Treatment
Requirements

HQ 264M TSD- Land Treatment Standards Change- covered by new code 264M
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264M

DMC TSD- Containers
Requirements

HQ 264I TSD- Container Use and
Management

Change- covered by new code 264I
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264I

DMI Incinerator- Monitoring
and Inspection

HQ 264O TSD- Incinerator Standards Change- covered by new code 264O
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264O

DMR TSD- Manifest Requirements HQ 264E TSD- Manifest/Records/
Reporting

Change- covered by new code 264E
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264E

DOP Incinerator- Operating
Requirements

HQ 264O TSD- Incinerator Standards Change- covered by new code 264G
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264G



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New Code New Code Description Rationale
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DOR TSD- Other Requirements HQ ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all DOR will convert to
264A]

DOT TSD- Other Requirements
(Oversight)

HQ ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all DOT will convert to
264A]

DPB TSD- Part B Application HQ 270B Permit- Application Change- covered by new code 270B
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 270B

DPP TSD- Preparedness/
Prevention Requirements

HQ 264C TSD- Preparedness and
Prevention 

Change- covered by new code 264C
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264C

DPS Incinerator - Performance
Standards

HQ 264O TSD- Incinerator Standards Change- covered by new code 264O
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264O

DSI TSD- Surface Impoundment
Requirements

HQ 264K TSD- Surface Impoundment
Standards

Change- covered by new code 264K
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264K



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New Code New Code Description Rationale
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DTR TSD- Tanks Requirements HQ 264J TSD- Tank System Standards Change- covered by new code 264J
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264J

DTT TSD- Thermal Treatment
Requirements

HQ 265P TSD Interim Status- Thermal
Treatment

Change- covered by new code 265P
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 265P

DWP TSD- Waste Pile
Requirements

HQ 264L TSD- Waste Pile Standards Change- covered by new code 264L
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 264L

FEA Formal Enforcement
Agreement

HQ FEA Formal Enforcement Agreement
or Order

Revise- revise description and
definition to include formal orders
Data Conversion- all data remains
coded as FEA

GER Generator- All
Requirements (Oversight)

HQ ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all GER will convert to
262A]

GGR Generator- General
Requirements

HQ 262A Generators- General Change- covered by new code 262A
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 262A



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New Code New Code Description Rationale
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GLB Generator- Land Ban
Requirements

HQ ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all GLB will convert to
268A]

GMR Generator- Manifest
Requirements

HQ 262B Generator- Manifest Change- covered by new code 262B
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 262B

GOR Generator- Other
Requirements

HQ ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all GOR will convert to
262A; Region X specifically
requested that all their GOR entries
be converted to 279C ]

GPT Generator- Pre-Transport
Requirements

HQ 262C Generator- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code 262C
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 262C

GRR Generator- Recordkeeping
Requirements

HQ 262D Generator- Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code 262D
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 262D



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New Code New Code Description Rationale
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GSC Generator- Special
Conditions

HQ ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all GSC will convert to
262A]

GSQ Generator- SQG
Requirements

HQ ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all GSQ will convert to
262A]

TGR Transporter- General
Requirements

HQ 263A Transporters- General Change- covered by new code 263A
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 263A

TMR Transporter-
Manifest/Recordkeeping
Requirements

HQ 263B Transporters- Manifest and
Recordkeeping

Change- covered by new code 263B
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 263B

TOR Transporter- Other 
Requirements

HQ ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all TOR will convert to
263A]



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New Code New Code Description Rationale
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TRR Transporter- All 
Requirements (Oversight)

HQ ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all TRR will convert to
263A]

TWD Transporter- Hazardous
Waste Requirements

HQ 263C Transporters- HW Discharges Change- covered by new code 262D
Data Conversion- all data should be
converted to 262D
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Listing 10.  Code Changes-Violation Coverage Areas (New Nationally-Defined)

Code Changes  - Violation Coverage Areas
New Recommended Nationally-Defined Codes

Old
Code

Old Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

----- ----- HQ 260A HW Management System-
General

Add- needed to capture   requirements covered by
40CFR 260 Subpart A

----- ----- HQ 260B HW Management System-
Definitions

Add- needed to capture   requirements covered by
40CFR 260 Subpart B

----- ----- HQ 260C HW Management System-
Rulemaking Petitions

Add- needed to capture   requirements covered by
40CFR 260 Subpart C

----- ----- HQ 261A Listing- General Add- needed to capture requirements covered by
40CFR 261 Subpart A

----- ----- HQ 261B Listing- Criteria Add- needed to capture requirements covered by
40CFR 261 Subpart B

----- ----- HQ 261C Listing- Characteristics Add- needed to capture requirements covered by
40CFR 261 Subpart C

----- ----- HQ 261D Listing- Lists of HW Add- needed to capture requirements covered by
40CFR 261 Subpart D

----- ----- HQ 262A Generators- General Add- needed to capture generator requirements
covered by 40CFR 262 Subpart A

----- ----- HQ 262B Generators- Manifest Add- needed to capture generator requirements
covered by 40CFR 262 Subpart B

----- ----- HQ 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Add- needed to capture generator requirements
covered by 40CFR 262 Subpart C



Old
Code

Old Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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----- ----- HQ 262D Generators-
Records/Reporting

Add- needed to capture generator requirements
covered by 40CFR 262 Subpart D

----- ----- HQ 262E Generators- Exports Add- needed to capture generator requirements
covered by 40CFR 262 Subpart E

----- ----- HQ 262F Generators- Imports Add- needed to capture generator requirements
covered by 40CFR 262 Subpart F

----- ----- HQ 262G Generators- Farmers Add- needed to capture generator requirements
covered by 40CFR 262 Subpart G

----- ----- HQ 262H Generators- Transfrontier
Shipments for Recovery

Add- needed to capture generator requirements
covered by 40CFR 262 Subpart H

----- ----- HQ 262I Generators- NY State Public
Utilities Project XL

Add- needed to capture generator requirements
covered by 40CFR 262 Subpart I

----- ----- HQ 262J Generators- University
Laboratories XL Project

Add- needed to capture generator requirements
covered by 40CFR 262 Subpart J

----- ----- HQ 263A Transporters- General Add- needed to capture transporter requirements
covered by 40CFR 263 Subpart A

----- ----- HQ 263B Transporters- Manifest and
Recordkeeping

Add- needed to capture transporter requirements
covered by 40CFR 263 Subpart B

----- ----- HQ 263C Transporters- HW Discharges Add- needed to capture transporter requirements
covered by 40CFR 263 Subpart C

----- ----- HQ 264A TSD- General Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart A

----- ----- HQ 264B TSD- General Facility
Standards

Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart B



Old
Code

Old Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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----- ----- HQ 264C TSD- Preparedness and
Prevention

Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart C

----- ----- HQ 264D TSD- Contingency Plan and
Emergency Procedures 

Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart D

----- ----- HQ 264E TSD- Manifest/
Records/Reporting

Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart E

----- ----- HQ 264F TSD- Releases from SWMUs Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart F

----- ----- HQ 264G TSD- Closure/Post-Closure Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart G

----- ----- HQ 264H TSD- Financial Requirements Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart H

----- ----- HQ 264I TSD- Container Use and
Management

Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart I

----- ----- HQ 264J TSD- Tank System Standards Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart J

----- ----- HQ 264K TSD- Surface Impoundment
Standards

Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart K

----- ----- HQ 264L TSD- Waste Pile Standards Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart L

----- ----- HQ 264M TSD- Land Treatment
Standards

Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart M

----- ----- HQ 264N TSD- Landfill Standards Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart N
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Code

Old Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/
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New
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New Code Description Rationale
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----- ----- HQ 264O TSD- Incinerator Standards Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart O

----- ----- HQ 264S TSD- Corrective Action for
SWMUs

Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart S

----- ----- HQ 264W TSD- Drip Pad Standards Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart W

----- ----- HQ 264X TSD- Miscellaneous Unit
Standards

Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart X

----- ----- HQ 264AA TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Process Vents

Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart AA

----- ----- HQ 264BB TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Equipment Leaks

Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart BB

----- ----- HQ 264CC TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Tanks/Surface
Impoundments/Containers

Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart CC

----- ----- HQ 264DD TSD- Containment Building
Standards

Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart DD

----- ----- HQ 264EE TSD- Munitions/Explosives
Storage

Add- needed to capture TSD requirements
covered by 40CFR 264 Subpart EE

----- ----- HQ 265A TSD Interim Status- General Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart A

----- ----- HQ 265B TSD Interim Status- General
Facility Standards

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart B 

----- ----- HQ 265C TSD Interim Status-
Preparedness and Prevention

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart C
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----- ----- HQ 265D TSD Interim Status-
Contingency Plan and
Emergency Procedures

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart D 

----- ----- HQ 265E TSD Interim Status-
Manifest/Records/Reporting

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart E

----- ----- HQ 265F TSD Interim Status- Ground-
Water Monitoring             

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart F

----- ----- HQ 265G TSD Interim Status-
Closure/Post-Closure

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart G

----- ----- HQ 265H TSD Interim Status- Financial
Requirements

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart H

----- ----- HQ 265I TSD Interim Status- Container
Use and Management

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart I

----- ----- HQ 265J TSD Interim Status- Tank
System Standards

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart J

----- ----- HQ 265K TSD Interim Status- Surface
Impoundment Standards

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart K

----- ----- HQ 265L TSD Interim Status- Waste Pile
Standards

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart L

----- ----- HQ 265M TSD Interim Status- Land
Treatment Standards

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart M

----- ----- HQ 265N TSD Interim Status- Landfill
Standards

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart N

----- ----- HQ 265O TSD Interim Status-
Incinerator Standards

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart O
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----- ----- HQ 265P TSD Interim Status- Thermal
Treatment

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart P

----- ----- HQ 265Q TSD Interim Status- Chemical,
Physical, and Biological
Treatment

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart Q

----- ----- HQ 265R TSD Interim Status-
Underground Injection

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart R

----- ----- HQ 265W TSD Interim Status- Drip Pad
Standards

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart W

----- ----- HQ 265AA TSD Interim Status- Air
Emission Standards-Process
Vents

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart AA

----- ----- HQ 265BB TSD Interim Status- Air
Emission Standards-
Equipment Leaks

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart BB

----- ----- HQ 265CC TSD Interim Status- Air
Emission Standards-
Tanks/Surface
Impoundments/Containers

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart CC

----- ----- HQ 265DD TSD Interim Status-
Containment Building
Standards

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart DD

----- ----- HQ 265EE TSD Interim Status-
Munitions/Explosives Storage

Add- needed to capture TSD interim status
requirements covered by 40CFR 265 Subpart EE

----- ----- HQ 266C Specific- Use Constituting
Disposal

Add- needed to capture requirements covered by
40CFR 266 Subpart C
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----- ----- HQ 266F Specific- Precious Metal
Recovery

Add- needed to capture requirements covered by
40CFR 266 Subpart F

----- ----- HQ 266G Specific- Batteries Reclaimed Add- needed to capture requirements covered by
40CFR 266 Subpart G

----- ----- HQ 266H Specific- Boilers and
Industrial Furnaces

Add- needed to capture requirements covered by
40CFR 266 Subpart H

----- ----- HQ 266M Specific- Military Munitions Add- needed to capture requirements covered by
40CFR 266 Subpart M

----- ----- HQ 266N Specific- Mixed Waste
Exemption

Add- needed to capture requirements covered by
40CFR 266 Subpart N

----- ----- HQ 266O Specific- US Filter Recovery
Services XL Waste

Add- needed to capture requirements covered by
40CFR 266 Subpart O

----- ----- HQ 268A LDR- General Add- needed to capture LDR requirements
covered by 40CFR 268 Subpart A

----- ----- HQ 268B LDR- Schedule Add- needed to capture LDR requirements
covered by 40CFR 268 Subpart B

----- ----- HQ 268C LDR- Prohibitions Add- needed to capture LDR requirements
covered by 40CFR 268 Subpart C

----- ----- HQ 268D LDR- Treatment Standards Add- needed to capture LDR requirements
covered by 40CFR 268 Subpart D

----- ----- HQ 268E LDR- Storage Prohibitions Add- needed to capture LDR requirements
covered by 40CFR 268 Subpart E

----- ----- HQ 270A Permits- General Information Add- needed to capture permit program
requirements covered by 40CFR 270 Subpart A
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----- ----- HQ 270B Permits- Application Add- needed to capture permit program
requirements covered by 40CFR 270 Subpart B

----- ----- HQ 270C Permits- Conditions Add- needed to capture permit program
requirements covered by 40CFR 270 Subpart C

----- ----- HQ 270D Permits- Changes Add- needed to capture permit program
requirements covered by 40CFR 270 Subpart D

----- ----- HQ 270E Permits- Expiration and
Continuation

Add- needed to capture permit program
requirements covered by 40CFR 270 Subpart E

----- ----- HQ 270F Permits- Special Forms Add- needed to capture permit program
requirements covered by 40CFR 270 Subpart F

----- ----- HQ 270G Permits- Interim Status Add- needed to capture permit program
requirements covered by 40CFR 270 Subpart G

----- ----- HQ 270H Permits- Remedial Action
Plans

Add- needed to capture permit program
requirements covered by 40CFR 270 Subpart H

----- ----- HQ 270I Permits- MACT Standards Add- needed to capture permit program
requirements covered by 40CFR 270 Subpart I

----- ----- HQ 273A Universal Waste- General Add- needed to capture universal waste
requirements covered by 40CFR 273 Subpart A

----- ----- HQ 273B Universal Waste- Small
Quantity Handlers

Add- needed to capture universal waste
requirements covered by 40CFR 273 Subpart B

----- ----- HQ 273C Universal Waste- Large
Quantity Handlers

Add- needed to capture universal waste
requirements covered by 40CFR 273 Subpart C

----- ----- HQ 273D Universal Waste- Transporters Add- needed to capture universal waste
requirements covered by 40CFR 273 Subpart D
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----- ----- HQ 273E Universal Waste- Destination
Facilities

Add- needed to capture universal waste
requirements covered by 40CFR 273 Subpart E

----- ----- HQ 273F Universal Waste- Import
Requirements

Add- needed to capture universal waste
requirements covered by 40CFR 273 Subpart F

----- ----- HQ 273G Universal Waste- Petitions to
Include Other Wastes

Add- needed to capture universal waste
requirements covered by 40CFR 273 Subpart G

----- ----- HQ 279A Used Oil- Definitions Add- needed to capture Used Oil requirements
covered by 40CFR 279 Subpart A

----- ----- HQ 279B Used Oil- Applicability Add- needed to capture Used Oil requirements
covered by 40CFR 279 Subpart B

----- ----- HQ 279C Used Oil- Generators Add- needed to capture Used Oil requirements
covered by 40CFR 279 Subpart C

----- ----- HQ 279D Used Oil- Collection Centers
and Aggregation Points 

Add- needed to capture Used Oil requirements
covered by 40CFR 279 Subpart D

----- ----- HQ 279E Used Oil- Transporter and
Transfer Facilities

Add- needed to capture Used Oil requirements
covered by 40CFR 279 Subpart E

----- ----- HQ 279F Used Oil- Processors and Re-
Refiners

Add- needed to capture Used Oil requirements
covered by 40CFR 279 Subpart F

----- ----- HQ 279G Used Oil- Burners of Off-Spec
for Energy Recovery

Add- needed to capture Used Oil requirements
covered by 40CFR 279 Subpart G

----- ----- HQ 279H Used Oil- Fuel Marketers Add- needed to capture Used Oil requirements
covered by 40CFR 279 Subpart H

----- ----- HQ 279I Used Oil- Dust Suppressant
and Disposal

Add- needed to capture Used Oil requirements
covered by 40CFR 279 Subpart I
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FEA Formal
Enforcement
Agreement

HQ FEA Formal Enforcement
Agreement or Order

Revised- existing code description and definition
clarified to include formal enforceable orders

----- ----- HQ XXS State Statute or Regulations Add-  needed to capture violations of state
statutory or regulatory requirements which are
broader in scope than RCRA and its regulations
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Listing 11.  Code Changes - Violation Coverage Areas (Implementer-Defined-Used)

Code Changes  - Violation Coverage Areas
Implementer-Defined Codes  - Used

(Currently used in RCRAInfo)

The following implementer-defined codes are currently being used in RCRAInfo.  Code changes
are being proposed for these codes, as per the notations below. 

Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

AAA Test 08

ND

----- ----- Delete- not needed

Data Conversion- all data should
be deleted

BBL Burner/Blender Insp
Requirements

GA 266H Specific- Burners and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code
266H
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 266H

BFE BIF- Evaluation of
Compliance Status

05

IL, MI, OH

266H Specific- Burners and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code
266H

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 266H

BFR BIF regulations 05
IL, MI, OH

266H Specific- Burners and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code
266H
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 266H

CBC Construction/Demolition
Boundry Control

KS 264B TSD- General Facility Standards Change- covered by new code
264B

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264B



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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CEG Conditionally Exempt
Generator

CO 262D Generators- Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
262D

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262D

COS Construction/Demolition
Operations

KS 264B TSD- General Facility Standards Change- covered by new code
264B
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264B

CSW Connecticut  State Waste 01 XXS State Statute or Regulation Change-covered by new code XXS

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS

CTF Construction/Demolition
Tipping Fee

KS XXS State Statute or Regulation Change-covered by new code XXS
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS

DAA TSD-Subpart AA Air
Emission Standards For
PV 

AL 264AA TSD- Air Emission Standards -
Process Vents

Change- covered by new code
264AA

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264AA

DAE TSD Air Emissions IL, OH 264AA

264BB

264CC

TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Process Vents; or
TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Equipment Leaks; or
TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Tanks/Surface
Impoundments/Containers

Change- covered by new code
264AA, 264BB or 264CC
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264AA, 264BB, or
264CC
[note- states will need to make
their own conversion to this code]



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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DAE TSD Air Emissions,
Subparts AA, BB, CC (264
& 265)

MI 264AA

264BB

264CC

265AA

265BB

265CC

TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Process Vents; or

TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Equipment Leaks; or
TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Tanks/Surface
Impoundments/Containers; or
TSD Interim Status- Air Emission
Standards- Process Vents; or

TSD Interim Status- Air Emission
Standards- Equipment Leaks; or
TSD Interim Status- Air Emission
Standards- Tanks/Surface
Impoundments/Containers

Change- covered by new code
264AA, 264BB, or 264CC or by
new code 265AA, 265BB, or
265CC

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264AA, 264BB, or
264CC or by new code 265AA,
265BB, or 265CC 

[note- states will need to make
their own conversion to this code]

DAE TSD-Air Emissions 05 264AA

264BB

264CC

TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Process Vents;

TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Equipment Leaks; or

TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Tanks/Surface
Impoundments/Containers

Change- covered by new code
264AA, 264BB or 264CC

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264AA, 264BB, or
264CC

[note- states will need to make
their own conversion to this code]

DAR Montana Facility Annual
Report

MT 264E TSD- Manifest/Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
264E
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264E

DAR TSD-Annual Reporting
Requirements

02

NJ, NY, PR

264E TSD- Manifest/Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
264E

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264E



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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DBB TSD-Subpart BB Air
Emission Standards For El

AL 264BB TSD- Air Emission Standards-
Equipment Leaks

Change- covered by new code
264BB

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264BB

DBB TSD-Used Oil or Haz
Waste Fuel Burner

WY 279G Used Oil- Burners of Off-Spec for
Energy Recovery

Change- covered by new code
279G
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279G

DBB Used Oil or Haz Waste
Fuel Burner

08

MT, ND, UT

279G Used Oil- Burners of Off-Spec for
Energy Recovery

Change- covered by new code
279G

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279G

DBF TSD - BIF Requirements PA 266H Specific- Burners and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code
266H
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 266H

DBF TSD BIF 06

AR, TX

266H Specific- Burners and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code
266H
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 266H

DBF TSD- BIF Requirements 03

DC, MD, VA, WV

266H Specific- Burners and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code
266H

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 266H

DBF TSD-BIF Physical
Inspection

GA 266H Specific- Burners and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code
266H
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 266H



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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DBF TSD-Boiler & Industrial
Furnace Subpt H

05 266H Specific- Burners and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code
266H

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 266H

DBF TSD-Boiler & Industrial
Furnace, Subpt H

IL, OH 266H Specific- Burners and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code
266H
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 266H

DBF TSD-Boiler & Industrial
Furnace, Subpart H (266)

MI 266H Specific- Burners and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code
266H

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 266H

DBF 04
LA

? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

DBG -?- 06 ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

DCA TSD- Corrective Action MT 264S TSD- Corrective Action for
SWMUs

Change- covered by new code
264S

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264S



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
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New Code Description Rationale
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DCA TSD- Drip Pads Subpart W
(264)

05 264W TSD- Drip Pad Standards Change- covered by new code
264W

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264W

DCA TSD- Drip Pads, Subpart
W (264)

IL, OH 264W TSD- Drip Pad Standards Change- covered by new code
264W
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264W

DCA TSD-SWMU Corrective
Action Subpart S 264

MI 264S TSD- Corrective Action for
SWMUs

Change- covered by new code
264S

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264S

DCC - ? - AL ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

DCC TSD Permit Conditions,
Part 270, Subpart D

MI 270D Permit - Changes Change- covered by new code
270D
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 270D

DDP 40 CFR 264/265 Subpart
W - Wood Treater Drip
Pads

07 264W

or
265W

TSD- Drip Pad Standards

or
TSD Interim Status- Drip Pad
Standards

Change- covered by new code
264W or 265W

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264W (if 264
citation) or 265W if 265 citation)   



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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DDP TSD- Drip Pad
Requirements

AL 264W TSD- Drip Pad Standards Change- covered by new code
264W

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264W

DDP TSD- Drip Pads Subpart W
(264)

MI 264W TSD- Drip Pad Standards Change- covered by new code
264W
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264W

DEP TSD Expiration and
Continuation of Permits,
Part 270, Subpart E

MI 270E Permit- Expiration and
Continuation

Change- covered by new code
270E

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 270E

DEX TSD Import/Export
Activities

01
CT, MA, ME, VT

? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

DEX MS ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

DHW Hazardous Waste
Determinations

01

CT, MA, ME, NH,
RI, VT

262A Generators- General Change- covered by new code
262A

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262A



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/
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New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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DIL Illegal TSD CO 264A TSD- General Change- covered by new code
264A

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264A

DIS TSD Inspection Schedule
& Log

01
CT, MA, ME, NH,

RI, VT

264E TSD- Manifest/Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
264E
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264E

DIS MS ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

DMU TSD - Miscellaneous Units
Subpart X 264

MI 264X TSD- Miscellaneous Unit
Standards

Change- covered by new code
264X

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264X

DMU TSD-Misc Units Subpart X
(264)

05 264X TSD- Miscellaneous Unit
Standards

Change- covered by new code
264X
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264X

DMU TSD-Misc Units, Subpart X
(264)

IL, OH, MI 264X TSD- Miscellaneous Unit
Standards

Change- covered by new code
264X

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264X
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DNN TSD Non-Notifier 08 264A TSD- General Change- covered by new code
264A

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264A

DNN TSD - Non-Notifier MT 264A TSD- General Change- covered by new code
264A
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264A

DPC TSD-Permit Condition 05

IL, MI, OH, WI

270C Permit- Conditions Change- covered by new code
270C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 270C

DPR Personnel Training
Records

01
CT, MA, ME, NH,

RI, VT

264B TSD- General Facility Standards Change- covered by new code
264B
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264B

DPR Permit CO 270C Permit- Conditions Change- covered by new code
270C
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 270C

DPR MS ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]
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Code

Old Code Description Implementer
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DPT Other Pre-Transport
Requirements

01

CT, MA, ME, NH,
RI, VT

262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

DPT MS ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

DRC TSD Recycle/Reclaim 01

CT, MA, NH, RI,
VT

? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

DRR Operating Records 01

CT, MA, ME, NH,
RI, VT

264E TSD- Manifest/Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
264E

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264E

DRR MS ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]
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Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/
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Code

New Code Description Rationale
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DSC Spec Conds: Ignit’bl/
React’v/ Incompt’bl

01

CT, MA, ME, NH,
VT

?          [code should be one of the TSD
codes 264I, 264J, 264K, 264L,
264M, or 264N, depending upon
the type of violation]

Change- covered by new code 

264I, 264J, 264K, 264L, 264M, or
264N
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted by implementers 

[note- implementers will need to
update directly to properly re-
code]

DSC MS ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

DSS Site Security 01
CT, MA, ME, NH,

RI, VT

? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

DSS MS ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

DSW TSD - Release From
SWMU Subpart F (264)

MI 264F TSD- Releases From SWMUs Change- covered by new code
264F
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264F



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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DSW TSD-Release From SWMU
Subpart F(264)

05 264F TSD- Releases From SWMUs Change- covered by new code
264F

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264F

DSW TSD-Release From
SWMU, Subpart F(264)

IL, OH 264F TSD- Releases From SWMUs Change- covered by new code
264F
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264F

DTC TSD Toxicity
Characteristic

IL 261C Listing- Characteristics Change- covered by new code
261C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 261C

DTC TSD-Toxicity
Characteristic

05
MI, OH

261C Listing- Characteristics Change- covered by new code
261C
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 261C

DWA Waste Analysis Plan 01

CT, MA, ME, NH,
RI, VT

264B TSD- General Facility Standards Change- covered by new code
264B
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264B

DWA MS ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/
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Code

New Code Description Rationale
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EE2 Assistance - Energy
Efficiency - Wants E2
Audit

CO ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

EIN Assistance - Energy
Efficiency - Left
Brochures-Information

CO ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

EOF Assistance - Energy
Efficiency - OEMC should
follow-up

CO ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

EPO Assistance - Energy
Efficiency - Potential E2
Opportunities

CO ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

EXD Export LDF AR, OK, TX 262E Generators- Exports Change- covered by new code
262E
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262E

EXG Export Generator AR, OK, TX 262E Generators- Exports Change- covered by new code
262E

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262E

EXS Export Storage/Treatment AR, OK, TX 264E TSD- Manifest/Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
264E
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264E
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Code

Old Code Description Implementer
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EXT Export Transporter AR, OK, TX 263B Transporters- Manifest and
Recordkeeping

Change- covered by new code
263B

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 263B

FLD Compliance Assistance -
Field Assistance

CO ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

FLD Field Assistance WY ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

GAE Generator Air Emissions
Subpart AA BB CC

05
IN, MI, OH

? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion;
otherwise, all data will be
converted to code 262A]

GAE Generator-Air Emissions
Subpart AA, BB, CC

IL ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion;
otherwise, all data will be
converted to code 262A]



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
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New Code Description Rationale
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GAR Generator-Annual
Reporting Requirements

02

NJ, NY, PR

262D Generators- Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
262D

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262D

GAR Montana Generator
Annual Report

MT 262D Generators- Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
262D
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262D

GBB Generator -
Marketer/Burner/Blender

MT ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

GBB Generator-Marketer
Burner/Blender

WY ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

GBB Generator/Marketer
Burner/Blender

08
ND, UT

? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

GBF Generator BIF 06

AR, NM, TX

266H Specific- Burners and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code
266H

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 266H
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GBF Generator-BIF
Requirements

03

DC, VA, WV

266H Specific- Burners and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code
266H

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 266H

GBF Generator BIF
Requirements

PA 266H Specific- Burners and Industrial
Furnaces

Change- covered by new code
266H
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 266H

GBF Generator-Small Quantity
Generator Requirements

GA 262D Generators- Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
262D

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262D

GBF 04
LA

? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

GCE Conditionally Exempt
SQG

08
ND, SD, UT

262D Generators- Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
262D
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262D

GCE Generator - Conditionally
Exempt SQG

MT 262D Generators- Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
262D

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262D
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GCE Generator-CESQG
Requirements

NY 262D Generators- Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
262D

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262D

GCE Generator-Cond. Exempt WY 262D Generators- Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
262D
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262D

GCE MS ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

GCP Contingency Plan 01
CT, MA, ME, NH,

RI, VT

264D TSD- Contingency Plan and
Emergency Procedures

Change- covered by new code
264D

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264D

GCP MS ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

GCR LA ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]
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GEX Generator Import/Export
Activities

01

CT, MA, ME, NH,
RI

262E

or 262F

Generators- Exports

or
Generators- Imports

Change- covered by new code
262E (exports) or 262F (imports)

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262E of 262F
[note- implementers will need to
update directly to properly re-
code; otherwise codes will be
deleted]

GEX Generator-Export/Import
Requirements

03
DC, DE, MD, VA,

WV

262E
or 262F

Generators- Exports
or
Generators- Imports

Change- covered by new code
262E (exports) or 262F (imports)
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262E of 262F

[note- implementers will need to
update directly to properly re-
code; otherwise codes will be
deleted]

GEX Generator - Export of
Hazardous Waste, Subpart
E (262)

MI 262E Generators- Exports Change- covered by new code
262E
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262E

GEX Generator Export/Import
Requirements

PA 262E

or 262F

Generators- Exports

or
Generators- Imports

Change- covered by new code
262E (exports) or 262F (imports)

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262E of 262F
[note- implementers will need to
update directly to properly re-
code; otherwise codes will be
deleted]
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GEX YGenerator Import/Export
Activities

VT 262E

or 262F

Generators- Exports

or
Generators- Imports

Change- covered by new code
262E (exports) or 262F (imports)

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262E of 262F
[note- implementers will need to
update directly to properly re-
code; otherwise codes will be
deleted]

GEX MS ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

GHW Hazardous Waste
Determinations

01

CT, ME, NH, RI,
VT

262A Generators- General Change- covered by new code
262A

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262A

GHW Hazardous Waste
Determinations

MA 261B Listing - Criteria Change- covered by new code
261B
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 261B

GHW MS ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]
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GIS Generator Inspection
Schedule & Log

01

CT, MA, ME, NH,
RI

262D Generators- Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
262D

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262D

GIS YGenerator Inspection
Schedule & Log

VT 262D Generators- Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
262D
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262D

GIX Generator - Import
Hazardous Waste, Part
262, Subpart F

MI 262F Generators- Imports Change- covered by new code
262F

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262F

GLQ Generator - Large Quantity
Generator

MT 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

GLQ Generator-Large Quantity 08

WY

262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

GMC Container Mgt=Sat’lite
Accums/Container

01

CT, MA, ME, NH,
RI

262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

GMC Generator-Container MI 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C
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GMC YContainer Mgt=Sat’lite
Accums/Container

VT 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

GMC MS ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

GNN Generator - Non-Notifier 08

MT, WY

262A Generators- General Change- covered by new code
262A
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262A

GPP Preparedness and
Prevention

01
CT, MA, ME, NH,

RI

262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

GPP YPreparedness and
Prevention

VT 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

GPR Personnel Training
Records

01

CT, MA, ME, NH,
RI

262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C
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GPR YPersonnel Training
Records

VT 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

GPR MS ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

GRA Generator General -
Hazardous Waste
Determination - 262.11

CO 262A Generators- General Change- covered by new code
262A
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262A

GRB Generator General - EPA
ID Numbers - 262-12

CO 262A Generators- General Change- covered by new code
262A

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262A

GRC Generator
Recycle/Reclaim

01
CT, MA, ME, NH,

RI

? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

GRC YGenerator
Recycle/Reclaim

VT ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]
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GTC Generator - Toxic
Characteristics

08

MT, WY

262A Generators- General Change- covered by new code
262A

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262A

GTC Generator Toxic
Characteristics

ND 262A Generators- General Change- covered by new code
262A
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262A

GTF Generator - Transfrontier
Shipments of Hazardous
Waste, Subpart H (262)

MI 262H Generators- Transfrontier
Shipments for Recovery

Change- covered by new code
262H

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262H

GTM Waste Tanks - Tank
Management

01
CT, MA, ME, NH,

RI

262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

GTM YWaste Tanks - Tank
Management

VT 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

GTM MS ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]
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GTR Generator-Tank
Requirements Subpart C

05 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

GTR Generator-Tank
Requirements, Subpart C

OH 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

GTR Generator-Tank
Requirements, SubpartC

IL 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

GTR LA ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

GUO Generator - Used Oil 08
MT, WY

279C Used Oil- Generators Change- covered by new code
279C
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279C

GUO Used Oil ND 279C Used Oil- Generators Change- covered by new code
279C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279C

HBC Household Hazardous
Waste Security/Boundry
Control

KS XXS State Statute or Regulation Change-covered by new code XXS
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS
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HDP Household Hazardous
Waste Determination &
Packaging

KS XXS State Statute or Regulation Change-covered by new code XXS

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS

HIP Household Hazardous
Waste Site Inspections

KS XXS State Statute or Regulation Change-covered by new code XXS
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS

HPT Household Hazardous
Waste Personnel Training

KS XXS State Statute or Regulation Change-covered by new code XXS

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS

HSR Household Hazardous
Waste Emergency
Preparedness

KS XXS State Statute or Regulation Change-covered by new code XXS
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS

HTC Household Hazardous
Waste Traffic Control

KS XXS State Statute or Regulation Change-covered by new code XXS

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS

HTP Household Hazardous
Waste Removal &
Transportation

KS XXS State Statute or Regulation Change-covered by new code XXS
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS

ILD NE ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

ILO Illegal Operation - Tire
Dealer

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo
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IMD Import LDF AR, OK, TX 262F Generators- Imports Change- covered by new code
262F

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262F

IMG Import Generator 06
AR, OK, TX

262F Generators- Imports Change- covered by new code
262F
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262F

IMS Import Storage/Treatment 06

AR, OK, TX

264E TSD- Manifest/Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
264E

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264E

IMT Import Transporter AR, NM, OK, TX 263B Transporters- Manifest and
Recordkeeping

Change- covered by new code
263B
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 263B

INF Compliance Assistance -
Generator Handbook

CO ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

IRQ 3007 Information Request
Sent

06

OK, TX

----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

IRR 3007 Information
Received

TX ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo
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IRR 3007 Information Request 
Received

OK ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

ITT Illegal Tire Transporter KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

MBC Small Arid Landfills -
Access/Boundry Control

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

MMI Any Type of Multi-Media
Inspection

08 ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

MOS Small Arid Landfills-
Operations

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

MRA Generator Manifest -
General Requirements -
262.20

CO 262B Generators- Manifest Change- covered by new code
262B

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262B

MRB Generator Manifest -
Number of Copies - 262.22

CO 262B Generators- Manifest Change- covered by new code
262B
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262B
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MRC Generator Manifest - Use
of the Manifest - 262.23

CO 262B Generators- Manifest Change- covered by new code
262B

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262B

MSR Small Arid Landfills -
Health and Safety

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

MTO Montana State Regulation
Only

MT XXS State Statute or Regulation Change-covered by new code XXS

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS

OAP Used Oil Aggregation
Point

MT 279D Used Oil- Collection Centers and
Aggregation Points

Change- covered by new code
279D
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279D

OCA Compliance Assistance -
Other

CO ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

OCC Used Oil Collection Center MT 279D Used Oil- Collection Centers and
Aggregation Points

Change- covered by new code
279D

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279D

ODS Used Oil Dust Suppressant MT 279I Used Oil- Dust Suppressant and
Disposal

Change- covered by new code 279I
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279I
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OIB Used Oil Burner-Industrial
Boiler

MT 266H

or 279G

Specific- Burners and Industrial
Furnaces

or
Used Oil- Burners of Off-Spec for
Energy Recovery

Change- covered by new code
266H or 279G

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 266H or 279G

OIF Used Oil Burner-Industrial
Furnace

MT 266H 

or 279G

Specific- Burners and Industrial
Furnaces

or
Used Oil- Burners of Off-Spec for
Energy Recovery

Change- covered by new code
266H or 279G

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 266H or 279G

OIL Used Oil Recycler CO 279H Used Oil- Fuel Marketers Change- covered by new code
279H

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279H

OIN Compliance Assistance -
Other Guidance
Documents

CO ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

OMO Used Oil Fuel
Marketer/Off-Spec Oil

SD 279H Used Oil- Fuel Marketers Change- covered by new code
279H
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279H

OMO Used Oil Fuel
Marketer/Off-Specification

MT 279H Used Oil- Fuel Marketers Change- covered by new code
279H

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279H
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OMS Used Oil Fuel
Marketer/On-Spec Oil

SD 279H Used Oil- Fuel Marketers Change- covered by new code
279H

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279H

OMS Used Oil Fuel
Marketer/On-Specification

MT 279H Used Oil- Fuel Marketers Change- covered by new code
279H
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279H

OPR Used Oil Processor SD 279F Used Oil- Processors and Re-
Refiners

Change- covered by new code
279F

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279F

ORR Used Oil Re-Refiner MT 279F Used Oil- Processors and Re-
Refiners

Change- covered by new code
279F
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279F

OTH Other Coverage Area - Tire
Dealer

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

OTM NE ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]
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OTF Used Oil Transfer Facility MT 279E Used Oil- Transporter and Transfer
Facilities

Change- covered by new code
279E

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279E

OTR Used Oil Transporter MT 279E Used Oil- Transporter and Transfer
Facilities

Change- covered by new code
279E
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279E

OTT Used Oil Trasporter/

Transfer Facility

SD 279E Used Oil- Transporter and Transfer
Facilities

Change- covered by new code
279E

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279E

OUB Used Oil Burner-Utility
Burner

MT 279G Used Oil- Burners of Off-Spec for
Energy Recovery

Change- covered by new code
279G
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279G

PER 3007 Information
Received

06 ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

PER Permit Violation AR, NM, YX 270C Permit- Conditions Change- covered by new code
270C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 270C

PFA Assistance - Pollution
Prevention - Field
Assistance

CO ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo
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PGD Assistance - Pollution
Prevention - Guidance
Documents

CO ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

PMT Tire Dealer - Permit
Requirements

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

PPN Pollution Prevention CO, WY ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

PPP Assistance - Pollution
Prevention - Previou
Projects

CO ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

PPR  Referral to Pollution
Prevention Program

CO ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

PTA Generator Pre-Transport -
Packaging - 262.30

CO 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

PTB Generator Pre-Transport -
PUC/DOT Labeling -
262.31

CO 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C
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PTC Generator Pre-Transport -
Marking - 262.32

CO 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

PTD Placarding CO 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

PTE Accumulation Time CO 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C

PTF Condition of Containers CO 264I TSD- Container Use and
Management

Change- covered by new code 264I
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264I

PTG Open Containers CO 264I TSD- Container Use and
Management

Change- covered by new code 264I

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264I

PTH Incompatible Wastes CO [ ? ]         [code should be one of the TSD
codes 264I, 264J, 264K, 264L,
264M, or 264N, depending upon
the type of violation]

Change- covered by new code 
264I, 264J, 264K, 264L, 264M, or
264N

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted by implementers 
[note- implementer will need to
update directly to properly re-
code]
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PTI Tank Mgmt CO 264J TSD- Tank System Standards Change- covered by new code 264J

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264J

PTJ Container Labeling CO 264I TSD- Container Use and
Management

Change- covered by new code 264I
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264I

PTK Preparedness and
Prevention

CO 264C TSD- Preparedness and Prevention Change- covered by new code
264C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264C

PTL Contingency Plan CO 264D TSD- Contingency Plan and
Emergency Procedures

Change- covered by new code
264D
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264D

PTM Training CO 264B TSD- General Facility Standards Change- covered by new code
264B

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264B

PTN Waste Analysis Plan CO 264B TSD- General Facility Standards Change- covered by new code
264B
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264B

PTO Satellite Accumulation CO 262C Generators- Pre-Transport Change- covered by new code
262C
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262C
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PTP SQG Emerg Prep CO 262D Generators- Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
262D

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262D

PTQ SQG Training CO 262D Generators- Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
262D
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262D

PTR Other CO ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

REF Referral to Compliance
Assistance

CO, WY ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

RKP Tire Dealer -
Recordkeeping

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

RRA Recordkeeping
Requirements

CO 262D Generators- Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
262D

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262D
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RRB Biennial Reporting
Recordkeeping
Requirements

CO 262D Generators- Records/Reporting Change- covered by new code
262D

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 262D

SAC MSW Landfill - Air
Criteria

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SBC MSW Landfill - Boundry
Control

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SCC Subpart C 03
DC, DE, MD, PA,

VA, WV

? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

SCI Sea Coast Initiative - NH 01
NH

----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SCI YSea Coast Initiative - NH VT ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo
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SCT MSW Landfill -
Compaction

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SDC MSW Landfill - Daily
Cover

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SDV MSW Landfill - Disease
Vector

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SFC MSW Landfill - Final
Cover

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SFI MSW Landfill - Financial
Assurance

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SGM MSW Landfill - Gas
Management

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SGP MSW Landfill - Gas
Processing

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo
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SGW MSW Landfill -
Groundwater Monitoring

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SGW State GW Contamination AR, OK, TX XXS State Statute or Regulation Change-covered by new code XXS
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS

SHI MSW Landfill - Hazardous
Waste Inspection

KS 262A Generators- General Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code;
otherwise, code should change to
262A]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all SHI will convert to
262A]

SIC MSW Landfill -
Intermediate Cover

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SLI MSW Landfill - Liability
Insurance

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SLM MSW Landfill - Leachate
Monitoring

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

474November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

SLR MSW Landfill - Liquid
Restriction

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SMM MSW Landfill - Methane
Gas Monitoring

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SMR LA ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

SMR State Manifest
Requirement

AR, OK, TX XXS State Statute or Regulation Change-covered by new code XXS
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS

SOS MSW Landfill - Operating
Standards

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SPC MSW Landfill - Permit
Conditions

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SRK MSW Landfill -
Recordkeeping

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo
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SRO State Regulation Only 08 XXS State Statute or Regulation Change-covered by new code XXS

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS

SSC MSW Landfill - Survey
Controls

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SSG MSW Landfill - Salvaging KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SSP MSW Landfill - Size and
Slope

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SSQ MSW Landfill -
Sequencing Operations

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SST Tire Dealer - Storage
Standards

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SSW MSW Landfill - Surface
Water

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo
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STF MSW Landfill - Tipping
Fees

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

SUB -?- 07 ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

SUB KS, NE ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

SUM KS, NE ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

SWR State Solid Waste Rule 06
AR, OK, TX

XXS State Statute or Regulation Change-covered by new code XXS
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS

TBC Transfer Station - Boundry
Control

KS 264C TSD- Preparedness and Prevention Change- covered by new code
264C

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 264C
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TDS Tire Dealer - Business
Standards

KS ----- ----- Delete- not a RCRA Violation
Coverage Area

Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

TEX Transporter Import/Export
Activities

01
MA, ME, NH

263B Transporters- Manifest and
Recordkeeping

Change- covered by new code
263B
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 263B

TEX YTransporter
Import/Export Activities

VT 263B Transporters- Manifest and
Recordkeeping

Change- covered by new code
263B

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 263B

TFI Transporter Field
Inspection

02
NJ, NY, PR

263A Transporters- General Change- covered by new code
263A
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 263A

TFR Transporter - Financial
Requirements

AL 263A Transporters- General Change- covered by new code
263A
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 263A

TLB Transporter - Land Ban
Requirements

02

NJ, NY, PR

263A Transporters- General Change- covered by new code
263A

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 263A

TNN Transporter - Non-Notifier 08
MT, WY

263A Transporters- General Change- covered by new code
263A
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 263A



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

478November 17, 2003 HMA FINAL  Report

TOS Transfer Station -
Operations

KS 263A Transporters- General Change- covered by new code
263A

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 263A

TRF Transporter - Transfer
Facility

MT 263A Transporters- General Change- covered by new code
263A
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 263A

TRI Transporter Road
Inspection

02

NJ, NY, PR

263B Transporters- Manifest and
Recordkeeping

Change- covered by new code
263B

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 263B

TRK Transfer Station -
Recordkeeping

KS 263B Transporters- Manifest and
Recordkeeping

Change- covered by new code
263B
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 263B

TSR Transfer Station - Health
and Safety

KS 263A Transporters- General Change- covered by new code
263A
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 263A

TWC -?- AR, TX ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]
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UDF Universal Waste
Destination Facility

MT 273E Universal Waste- Destination
Facilities

Change- covered by new code
273E

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 273E

UIC UIC Violation AR, TX ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

ULQ Universal Waste Handler -
Large Quantity

MT 273C Universal Waste- Large Quantity
Handlers

Change- covered by new code
273C
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 273C

UOA Used Oil Activities 05
IL, MI, OH, WI

? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all UOA will convert to
OA1]

UOB Off-Specification Used Oil
Burner 

KS 279G Used Oil- Burners of Off-Spec for
Energy Recovery

Change- covered by new code
279G
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279G

UOB 04

NE

? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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UOC 04 ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

UOD 04 ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

UOG 04 ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

UOM 04

NE

? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

UOM -?- IA ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

UOM Off-Spec Marketer 07 279O Used Oil- Fuel Marketers Change- covered by new code
279O
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279O



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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UOM Used Oil Marketer KS 279H Used Oil- Fuel Marketers Change- covered by new code
279H

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279H

UOP 04 ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

UOP -?- OH ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

UOR 04 ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]

UOR Used Oil Recycling 03
DC, DE, MD, PA,

VA, WV

279D Used Oil- Collection Centers and
Aggregation Points

Change- covered by new code
279D
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 279D

UOT 04 ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion]



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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USQ Universal Waste Handler -
Small Quantity

MT 273B Universal Waste- Small Quantity
Handlers

Change- covered by new code
273B

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 273B

UTF Universal Waste Transfer
Facility

MT 273D Universal Waste- Transporters Change- covered by new code
273D
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 273D

UTM Used Oil Transporter KS 273E Used Oil- Transporter and Transfer
Facilities

Change- covered by new code
273E

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 273E

UTR Universal Waste
Transporter

MT 273D Universal Waste- Transporters Change- covered by new code
273D
Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to 273D

UWR Universal Waste WV ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]
Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all UWR will convert to
273A]



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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UWR Universal Waste
Requirements

05

CO, IL, MI, OH,
WI

? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all UWR will convert to
273A]

WFS Waste Fees 06

AR, NM, OK, TX

XXS State Statute or Regulation Change-covered by new code XXS

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS

WMR Generator - Waste
Minimization Review

AL ----- ----- Delete- not a Violation Coverage
Area
Data Conversion- this code should
be deleted from RCRAInfo

WOV Waste Oil Violation 01

CT, NH, RI

? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all WOV will convert to
279A]

WOV Waste Oil Violation MA XXS State Statute or Regulation Change- MA has indicated that
these codes are covered by new
code XXS

Data Conversion- all data should
be converted to XXS, unless
otherwise instructed by MA]



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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WOV YWaste Oil Violation VT ? ? Change- [implementer should
determine appropriate code]

Data Conversion- [implementer
should determine appropriate code
and make manual conversion; 
otherwise, all WOV will convert to
279A]
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Listing 12.  Code Changes - Violation Coverage Areas (Implementer-Defined - Not Used)

Code Changes  - Violation Coverage Areas
Implementer-Defined Codes  - Not Used

(Not currently used in RCRAInfo)

The following implementer-defined codes are being proposed for deletion from RCRAInfo because
there are no instances where they have ever been used in RCRAInfo by the implementing agency. 

Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale

211 - ? - TX ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

451 hazardous waste or liquid industrial waste
general

MI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

540 secondary containment AL ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

??? TN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

ATR Annual Tire Rpeorts - Used Tires KS ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

BBB test 08
ND

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

BDT - AZ ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

BFE BIF-Evaluation of Compliance Status IN, MN, WI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

BFR BIF Regulations IN, MN, WI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

BIF GA ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

BUO Used Oil Burner NC ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

CPP treatment, storage, disposal facility
construction permit requirements

MI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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CSW Connecticut State Waste CT, MA, ME, NH,
RI, VT

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DAA - ? - NV ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DAE TSD Air Emissions MN, IN, WI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DBB CA ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DBB - NV ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DBB TSD Air Emissions Equipment Leaks 09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DBB Used Oil or Haz Waste Fuel Burner SD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DBF TSD-BIF NC, NM ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DBF TSD-BIF Requirements DE ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DBF TSD-Boiler & Industrial Furnace, Subpt H IN, MN, WI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DCA TSD-Drip Pads, Subpart W(264) UN, MN, WI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DEX TSD Import/Export Activities NH, RI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DFR TSD - Financial Responsibility
Requirements

IN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DID Illegal Disposal CO ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DIS Illegal Storage CO ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DIT Illegal Treatment CO ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DME Hazardous Waste Munitions and Explosives
Storage Requirements, Subpart EE (264 & 

MI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DMU TSD-Misc Units, Subpart X(264) IN, MN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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DMW TSD - Mix Waste KY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DMW 04 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DNN TSD-Non-Notifier WY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DPC TSD-Permit Condition IN, MN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DPT Other Pre-Transport Requirements RI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DRC TSD Recycle/Reclaim ME, RI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DRR TSD - Recordkeeping Requirements KY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DSC Spec Conds: Ignit’bl/React’v/Incompt’bl RI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DSW TSD-Release From SWMU, Subpart F(264) IN, MN, WI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DTC TSD Toxicity Characteristic IN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

DTC TSD-Toxicity Characteristic MN, WI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

EXD Export LDF 06
NM

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

EXG Export Generator 06
NM

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

EXS Export Storage/Treatment 06
NM

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

EXT Export Transporter 06
NM

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GAE Generator Air Emissions Subpart AA BB
CC

MN, WI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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GAS - AZ ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GBB Generator/Marketer Burner/Blender SD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GBF Generator - BIF NC ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GBF Generator-BIF Requirements DE, MD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GCE Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity
Generator Requirements

MI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GCP 09
AZ, HI

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GLQ Generator - Limited Quantity KY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GLQ TN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GMC - AZ, HI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GMC 09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GMW Generator - Mix Waste KY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GPP 09
AZ, HI

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GST - AZ ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GST 09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GTC Generator Toxic Characteristics SD, UT ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GTG - AZ ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GTG 09
HI

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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GTM 09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GTM - AZ ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GTR 09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GTR - AZ, HI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GTR Generator - Tank Requirements KY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GTR Generator-Tank MI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GTR Generator-Tankrequirements, Subpart C MN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GTR Generator-Tank Requirements, Subpart c IN, WI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GUO - AZ ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GUO 09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

GWD - AZ, HI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

HPV TN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

HWB Hazardous Waste Burner KY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

HWG Hazardous Waste Generator Market to
Burner

KY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

HWM Hazardous Waste Fuel Other Marketer KY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

IAS Indoor Accumulation Standards - Used
Tires

KS ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

IMD Import LDF 06
NM

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

IMG Import Generator NM ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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IMS Import Storage/Treatment NM ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

IMT Import Transporter NM ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

INR 09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

INR - NV ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

LWC - MI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

LWD Liquid industrial waste treatment, storage,
or disposal facility requirements

MI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

LWG Liquid industrial waste generator duties MI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

LWI LIW: incidents threatening public health,
safety, and welfare or the environment

MI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

LWT Liquid industrial waste transporter
activities

MI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

MAN 09
NV

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

MUO Used Oil Fuel Marketor NC ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

NAC NV ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

NHD FL ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

NNF TN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

NO1 - AZ ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

NO2 - AZ ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

NO3 - AZ ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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NRS - AZ, NV ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

NRS Operating A Facility Without A Permit 09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

NUL - AZ, NV ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

NUL 09
HI

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

OAP Used Oil Aggregation Point SD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

OAS Outdoor Accumulation Standards - Used
Tires

KS ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

OBC Outdoor Boundry Control - Used Tires KS ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

OCC Used Oil Collection Center SD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

OFP - NV ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

OIB Used Oil Burner-Industrial Burner SD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

OIF Used Oil Burner-Industrial Furnace SD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

OIL Used Oil Generator SD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

OPR Used Oil Processor MT ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

ORR Used Oil Re-Refiner SD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

OSB Off-Specification Burner KY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

OSG Off-Spec. Generator Marketing to Burner KY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

OSM Off-Specification Other Marketer SD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

OUB Used Oil Burner - Utility Burner SD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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PER Permit Condition KY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

PUO Used Oil Processor NC ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

REC Recycler KY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

RUO Used Oil Re-Refiner NC ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

SCI Sea Coast Initiative - NH CT, MA, ME, RI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

SFM Specification Used Oil Fuel Marketer KY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

SGW LA ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

SGW State GW Contamination 06
NM

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

SMR State Manifest Requirement 06
NM

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

SNN MN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

SNY MN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

SRS State Regulation or Statute IN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

SRV 09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

SWF TN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

SWR State Solid Waste Rule NM ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

TDP Tire Derived Products KS ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

TEX Transporter Import/Export Activities CT, RI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

TFU NC ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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TUO Used Oil Transporter NC ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

TWC LA ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UAP FL ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UBN FL ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UCC FL ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UDF Universal Waste Destination Facility SD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UDS FL ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UGN FL ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UIC UIC Violation 06 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

ULQ Universal Waste Handler - Large Quantity SD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UMK FL ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOA Used Oil Activities FL, IN, MI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOB 09
TN

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOB - HI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOB Off-Spec Burner 07 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOB Used Oil Burner KY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOC 09
TN

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOD 09
TN

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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UOG - HI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOG 09
FL, NV, TN

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOL 09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOL - NV ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOM 09
TN

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOM - NV ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOM -?- HI ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOM Used Oil Marketer KY ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOP - HI, NV ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOP 09
MN, TN

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOR - HI, NV ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOR 09
TN

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOS 09
FL

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOS - NV ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOT TN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UOT - HI, NV ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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UOT -?- 09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UPR FL ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

URM FL ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

URP FL ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

URR FL ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

USQ Universal Waste Handler - Small Quantity SD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

USS FL ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UTF Universal Waste Transfer Facility SD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UTR Universal Waste Transporter SD ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UTR FL ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UTT FL ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UWH Unoversal Waste Handler NC ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UWI Universal Waste Import Requirements 09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UWL 09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UWR Universal Waste Requirements IN, MN ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UWS -?- 09
NV

----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

UWT 09 ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

VWS -?- NV ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 

WFS LA ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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WOV Waste Oil Violation ME ----- ----- Delete- no entries in RCRAInfo 
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Listing 13.  Code Changes-Citation Type (Nationally-Defined)

Code Changes  - Citation Type
Nationally-Defined Codes

Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

FR Federal Regulations HQ FR Federal Regulations No Change

FS Federal Statute HQ FS Federal Statute No Change

----- ----- HQ OC Order Condition Add- needed to address enforceable
conditions of formal enforcement orders

PC Permit Condition HQ PC Permit Condition No Change

SR State Regulations HQ SR State Regulations No Change

SS State Statute HQ SS State Statute No Change
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Listing 14.  Code Changes-Citation Type (Implementer-Defined)

Code Changes  - Citation Type
Implementer-Defined Codes

Old Code Old Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

BB Test ND ----- ----- Delete- no actual entries in RCRAInfo

DE Test ND ----- ----- Delete- no actual entries in RCRAInfo

IP Test UT ----- ----- Delete- no actual entries in RCRAInfo

MM Multi-media 02,
NJ

----- ----- Delete- no actual entries in RCRAInfo

PR Permit Condition 01,
CT, VT, MA, ME, RI,

NH

PC Permit Condition Change- nationally-defined code already
exists

S State Rules and
Statutes   

SD SR State Regulation Change- nationally-defined codes already
exist for State Regulation (SR)

SO State Only Regulated MT ----- ----- Delete- no actual entries in RCRAInfo

(various) undefined (various)    ?    ? Update Data-  53 additional implementer-
defined citation codes exist without
descriptions making it  impossible at this
time to determine if changes are
appropriate based on this lack of
information;  states should review and
update description data; otherwise, all
such entries should be deleted
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Listing 15.  Code Changes-Violation Priority Types (Nationally-Defined)

Code Changes  - Violation Priority Types
Nationally-Defined Codes

Old
Code

Old Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

----- ----- HQ ----- ----- ----- (there are no nationally-defined codes
for Violation Priority Types)
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Listing 16.  Code Changes-Violation Priority Types (Implementer-Defined)

Code Changes  - Violation Priority Types
Implementer-Defined Codes

Old Code Old Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

(various) (various) State ----- ----- Delete- no longer needed; all 419
implementer-defined violation priority
type codes currently in RCRAInfo would be
deleted
Data Conversion- existing data would be
deleted
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Listing 17.  Code Changes-Violation Class Types (Nationally Defined)

Code Changes  - Violation Class Types
Nationally-Defined Codes

Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

1 Class 1 HQ ----- ----- Delete- no longer needed; 
(see recommendation)

2 Class 2 HQ ----- ----- Delete- no longer needed; 
(see recommendation)

P Class Pending HQ ----- ----- Delete- no longer needed; 
(see recommendation)
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Listing 18.  Code Changes-Returned To Compliance (RTC) Qualifier (Nationally-Defined)

Code Changes  - Returned To Compliance (RTC) Qualifier
Nationally-Defined Codes

Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

D Documented HQ D Documented Revision- definition revised to provide
additional clarification

O Observed HQ O Observed Revision- definition revised to provide
additional clarification

N Not Resolvable HQ N Not Resolvable Revision- definition revised to provide
additional clarification

S Stale HQ N Not Resolvable Change - code to be consolidated with
existing code N - Not Resolvable
Data Conversion - all S coded data should
be converted to N

U Unobserved HQ U Unverifiable Revision- definition and code description
revised to provide additional clarification
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Listing 19.  Code Changes - Enforcement Types (Nationally-Defined)

Code Changes  - Enforcement Types
Nationally-Defined Codes

Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

100 Informal Actions HQ 100 Informal Actions No Change  - 

110 Verbal Informal HQ 110 Verbal Informal No Change  -

120 Written Informal HQ 120 Written Informal No Change  -

190 Combination -
Informal

HQ ----- ----- Delete  - each action should be entered
separately;
Data Conversion - existing data should be
converted to capture each action or use code
120 as default value

----- ----- HQ 130 Notice of Determination Add  - needed to capture agency response to
self-disclosure evaluations

----- ----- HQ 140 Letter of Intent to Initiate
Enforcement Action

Add  - needed to capture all notices preceding
formal or informal enforcement action (could
include current Notices of Intent and Show
Cause letters)

200 Initial Formal Actions HQ 200 Formal Actions Change  - redefined to reflect consolidation
with old 300 series codes

210 Initial 3008(A)
Compliance Order

HQ 210 3008(A) Compliance
Orders

Change  - redefined to reflect consolidation
with old 300 series codes

220 Initial Imminent
Hazard Order

HQ 220 Imminent Hazard Orders Change  - redefined to reflect consolidation
with old 300 series codes



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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230 Initial Monitoring,
Analysis, Test Order

HQ 230 Monitoring, Analysis, Test
Order

Change  - redefined to reflect consolidation
with old 300 series codes

240 Initial 3008(H) I.S. CA
Orders (non-HSWA)

HQ 240 3008(H) I.S. CA Orders
(non-HSWA)

Change  - redefined to reflect consolidation
with old 300 series codes

250 Initial Notice of Non-
Compliance, Federal
Facility

HQ ----- ----- Delete  - Federal Facility data doesn’t need to
be addressed separately; such data can be
pulled by linking to universe data;
Data Conversion - existing data should be
converted to code 210

290 Combination - Initial
Order

HQ ----- ----- Delete  - each action should be entered
separately;
Data Conversion - existing data should be
converted to capture each action or use code
210 as default value

300 Final Formal Actions HQ 200 Formal Actions Change - all 300 series data being consolidated
with 200 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 300-309 will
be converted to an appropriate 200 series code
between 210-249, depending upon which 200
series case the 300 series action was linked to;
unlinked 300 series cases will convert directly
as indicated whereas linked cases will convert
only data not duplicated in the 200 series entry
(final action date, final penalty amount, etc.)
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310 Final 3008(A)
Compliance Order

HQ 210 3008(A) Compliance
Orders

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly
to 210 whereas linked cases will convert only
data not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

320 Final Imminent Hazard
Order

HQ 220 Imminent Hazard Orders Change - all 320 series data being consolidated
with 220 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 320-329 will
be converted to an appropriate 220 series code
between 220-229, depending upon which 220
series case the 320 series action was linked to;
unlinked 320 series cases will convert directly
to 220 whereas linked cases will convert only
data not duplicated in the 220 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

330 Final Monitoring,
Analysis, Test Order

HQ 230 Monitoring, Analysis, Test
Order

Change - all 330 series data being consolidated
with 230 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 330-339 will
be converted to an appropriate 230 series code
between 230-239, depending upon which 230
series case the 330 series action was linked to;
unlinked 330 series cases will convert directly
to 230 whereas linked cases will convert only
data not duplicated in the 230 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)
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340 Final 3008(H) I.S. CA
Orders (non-HSWA)

HQ 240 3008(H) I.S. CA Orders
(non-HSWA)

Change - all 340 series data being consolidated
with 240 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 340-349 will
be converted to an appropriate 240 series code
between 240-249, depending upon which 240
series case the 340 series action was linked to;
unlinked 340 series cases will convert directly
to 240  whereas linked cases will convert only
data not duplicated in the 240 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

350 Federal Facility
Compliance
Agreement

HQ ----- ----- Delete  - Federal Facility data doesn’t need to
be addressed separately; such data can be
pulled by linking to universe data;
Data Conversion - existing data should be
converted to code 210

360 Final CERCLA 106
Order

HQ ----- ----- Delete  - not RCRA data

370 Final CERCLA 104
Order

HQ ----- ----- Delete  - not RCRA data

390 Combination - Final
Order

HQ ----- ----- Delete  - each action should be entered
separately;
Data Conversion - existing data should be
converted to capture each action or use code
210 as default value

400 Civil/Judicial
Referrals

HQ 400 Civil/Judicial Referrals Revised    - revised title for clarification

410 Referral to Attorney
General

HQ 410 Referral to Attorney
General

No Change  - 
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420 Referral to Department
of Justice

HQ 420 Referral to Department of
Justice

No Change  - 

430 Referral to District
Attorney/City Attorney

HQ 430 Referral to District
Attorney/City
Attorney/County
Attorney/State Attorney

Revise  - revised to expand and clarify the range
of civil judicial referrals lower than DOJ and AG
levels 

490 Combination -
Judicial Order

HQ ----- ----- Delete  - each action should be entered
separately;
Data Conversion - existing data should be
converted to capture each action or use code
410, 420, or 430 as appropriate

500 Civil/Judicial Actions HQ 500 Civil/Judicial Actions Revised  - series title revised for clarification

510 Civil Action for
Compliance

HQ 510 Civil/Judicial Action for
Compliance and/or
Monetary Penalty

Revised - title and definition revised to broaden
scope of category

520 Civil Action for
Imminent Hazards

HQ 520 Civil/Judicial Action for
Imminent Hazards

Revised -  title revised for clarification

530 Civil Action for
Compliance With
Previously Issued
Action

HQ 510 Civil/Judicial Action for
Compliance and/or
Monetary Penalty

Revision - no need for saperate tracking;  being
combined into existing code 510 
Data Conversion - existing data should be
changed to code 510 

540 Civil Action for Interim
Corrective Action

HQ 530 Civil/Judicial Action for
Corrective Action

Revised - title revised for clarification;

550 Civil Action for
Monetary Penalties

HQ 510 Civil/Judicial Action for
Compliance and/or
Monetary Penalty

Revision  -   no need for separate tracking; 
being combined into existing code 510
Data Conversion - existing data should be
changed to code  510
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590 Combination - Civil
Action

HQ ----- ----- Delete  - each action should be entered
separately;
Data Conversion - existing data should be
converted to capture each action or use code
510 as default value

600 Final Civil/Judicial
Actions

HQ 500 Final Civil/Judicial
Actions

Change - all 600 series data being consolidated
with 500 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 600-609 will
be converted to an appropriate 500 series code
between 510-539

610 Final Consent Decrees HQ 510

520

530

Civil/Judicial Action for
Compliance and/or
Monetary Penalty

Civil/Judicial Action for
Imminent Hazards

Civil/Judicial Action for
Corrective Action

Change - all 600 series data being consolidated
with 500 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 600-609 will
be converted to an appropriate 500 series code
between 510-539, depending upon which case
the data is linked to; data unlinked to a 500
series case will need to be updated by the
Implementer to properly place it in the
appropriate 500 series code

620 Final Judicial Orders HQ 510

520

530

Civil/Judicial Action for
Compliance and/or
Monetary Penalty

Civil/Judicial Action for
Imminent Hazards

Civil/Judicial Action for
Corrective Action

Change - all 600 series data being consolidated
with 500 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 600-609 will
be converted to an appropriate 500 series code
between 510-539, depending upon which case
the data is linked to; data unlinked to a 500
series case will need to be updated by the
Implementer to properly place it in the
appropriate 500 series code

700 Criminal Actions HQ 700 Criminal Actions No Change  -
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710 Criminal Actions HQ 710 Referral to Criminal Change  - need to provide more detail for
criminal actions to provide trigger point for
public release of data and to show
progress/resolution of case;
Data Conversion - existing code 710 data
should require no change, but will be re-defined

----- ----- HQ 720 Criminal Indictment Add  - needed to identify the point at which data
can be released to public

----- ----- HQ 730 Criminal Conviction Add  - needed to show case progress and
resolution

----- ----- HQ 740 Criminal Acquittal Add  - needed to show case progress and
resolution

800 Administrative
Referrals

HQ 800 Administrative Referrals No Change  -  

810 State to EPA
Administrative
Referral

HQ 810 State to EPA No Change  - 

820 EPA to State
Administrative
Referral

HQ 820 EPA to State No Change  - 

830 EPA RCRA to EPA
CERCLA
Administrative
Referral

HQ 830 RCRA to CERCLA
Administrative Referral

Change  - expand definition scope to include all
EPA and State RCRA programs and all EPA dn
State CERCLA type programs;
Data Conversion - existing data would require
no change
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850 Federal Facility
Referral to EPA HQ

HQ ----- ----- Delete  - Federal Facility data doesn’t need to
be addressed separately; such data can be
pulled by linking to universe data;
Data Conversion - existing data should be
converted to new code 840

890 Combination -
Administrative
Referral

HQ ----- ----- Delete  - each action should be entered
separately;
Data Conversion - existing data should be
converted to capture each referral action type

----- ----- HQ 840 EPA Regions to EPA HQ
Administrative Referral

Add  - needed to capture all cases referred to
HQ, including Federal Facilities and other
cases to be handled at the HQ level

----- ----- HQ 850 Administrative Referrals to
Other RCRA Programs 

Add  - needed to capture situations where cases
are referred to other RCRA regulatory programs,
including UST, Corrective Action, and
Municipal Solid Waste

----- ----- HQ 860 Administrative Referrals to
Other Programs

Add  - needed to capture referrals made to all
other programs such as, Air, Water, OSHA,  etc
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Listing 20.  Code Changes - Enforcement Types (Implementer-Defined - Used)

Code Changes  - Enforcement Types
Implementer-Defined Codes - Used

(Currently in use in RCRAInfo)                                                                                          
                                                                                                                                                        

The following implementer-defined codes are currently being used in RCRA Info.  Code changes are being proposed
for these codes, as per the notations below. 

Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

021 Case Dismissal 06, AR, LA, TX ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Dismissal (DS); otherwise, data will be deleted  

021 Revoked Initial Order 01, CT, RI ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Revoked (RV); otherwise, data will be deleted  

022 Reinstated Initial
Order

01, RI 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change  - record as a new action covered by
code 210;
Data Conversion - convert to code 210

031 Revoked Final Formal
Action

06, 01, LA, CT,
NH

----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Revoked (RV); otherwise, data will be deleted  
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041 Revoked 400 Series
Referral

MA, CT, NH ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Revoked (RV); otherwise, data will be deleted  

041 Revoked Referral to
AG

06 ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Revoked (RV); otherwise, data will be deleted  

042 Under Appeal 06, LA, OK, RI,
MA, NH, ME

----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type”;
Data Conversion - data needs to be converted to
activate the Appeal indicator check box and to
fill in the date appeal filed and date appeal
resolved fields; if no date data is available with
this entry, Implementers will need to update
manually for that information

043 St to EPA Potential
Viol

TX 810 State to EPA
Administrative Referral

Change  - already covered by existing code 810;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 810

044 Non Substantial
Violation

06 110 or
120

Verbal Informal 
or
Written Informal

Change  - if these are actually “actions’ taken,
code should reflect whether it was verbal or
written;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to either 110 or 120, depending upon whether or
not the action was written or verbal;
Implementers may need to update manually
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045 Determined Not A
Violation

06, AR, NM, LA,
TX, OK, ME

----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Dropped (DR) or Withdrawn (WD); otherwise,
data will be deleted  

046 Hearing  OK ----- ----- Delete  - this action is not an enforcement “type”
but a step in the process to resolution

046 Remanded for Hearing TX ----- ----- Delete  - this action is not an enforcement “type”
but a step in the process to resolution

047 Close Out 06, AR, LA, NM ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Action Satisfied  (Case Closed) (AS); otherwise,
data will be deleted  

048 Notice of Enforcement TX 150 Letter of Intent to Initiate
Enforcement Action

Change  - need to group all such notices
together;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 150

051 Enf Doc-Draft
Unilateral/Init Order

AL ----- ----- Delete  - draft documents need not be tracked
since they are not official

051 Revoked 500 Series
Action

CT ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Revoked (RV); otherwise, data will be deleted  
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052 Enf Doc-Draft
Consent/Final Order

AL ----- ----- Delete  - draft documents need not be tracked
since they are not official

053 Enf Doc-Draft
Corrective Action
Order

AL ----- ----- Delete  - draft documents need not be tracked
since they are not official

065 Field Referral For
Escalated Enforcement

MI -?- -?- (need to check with State for clarification before
deciding deposition)

085 Land Ban Inspection
Referral to EPA

05, IL, WI, IN 810 State to EPA
Administrative Referral

Change  - code already exists for referrals to
EPA from States;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 810

086 Draft Stipulation
Agreement

IL, MI, MN ----- ----- Delete  - draft documents need not be tracked
since they are not official

087 Criminal Pre-Trial MI 720
or
-----

Criminal Indictment
or
-----     

Change  - if appropriate, code for indictment
or
Delete  - if not an indictment;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 720 (or deleted if not an indictment)

088 No Contest Plea (nolo
contendre) - Criminal
only

MI 730 Criminal Conviction Change  - these pleas are often associated with a
criminal conviction; code as such, if
appropriate;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 730
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089 Trial - Criminal Only MI 730
or
740

Criminal Conviction
or
Criminal Acquittal

Change  - trials usually end with a conviction or
acquittal; code accordingly;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 730 or 740, depending upon outcome of trial;
Implementers may need to update manually to
ensure accurate coding

093 Enforcement
Conference

MI, WI ----- ----- Delete  - these actions are not enforcement
“types” but a step in the process to resolution

094 Site Assessment Plan
Approved

09 ----- ----- Delete  - this is not an enforcement “type” but is
either evaluation information or, more likely, an
activity required under some other enforcement
“type” order and should be tracked as a
condition of that order

095 Decision to End Case/
No Further Action

OH, MI, IN ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Dropped (DR); otherwise, data will be deleted  

096 Remedial Action Plan
Approved

09 ----- ----- Delete  - this is not an enforcement “type” but is
either evaluation information or, more likely, an
activity required under some other enforcement
“type” order and should be tracked as a
condition of that order
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097 Information Request
Letter

09 ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” but an
information gathering tool to complete an
evaluation;
Data Conversion  - date data should be used to
populate new Information Request date fields
(Date of Request, Scheduled Response Date,
Date Response Received), as appropriate;
implementers may want to update to ensure
accurate data entry

098 Case Officer Assigned 09 ----- ----- Delete  - this is not an enforcement “type” action

098 DOJ Pre-Filing
Negotiations

05, WI ----- ----- Delete  - this is an activity which may precede
judicial referrals

099 Letter of Completion
LOC

09 ----- ----- Delete  - this relates to completion of
enforcement compliance requirements but is not
an enforcement “type”

100 Internal Referral to Air LA 860 Administrative Referrals to
Other Programs

Change  - need to capture referrals to all other
media programs;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 860

100 No Violations -
Disposition Completed

09 ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Action Satisfied (Case Closed) (AS); otherwise,
data will be deleted  

101 “No Violations
Found” Letter

10, OR, AK, WA,
ID

----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” but merely a
notice of the findings from an evaluation

101 Interim Status 09, NV ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type”
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101 Letter 01, CT, ME, RI,
VT, NH, MA

120 Written Informal Change  - reflects a written action;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 120

101 State Level Petition TX 120 Written Informal Change  - reflects an informal written action;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 120

102 (3007 Letter) Informal
Info Request

06, OK, AR ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” but an
information gathering tool to complete an
evaluation;
Data Conversion  - date data should be used to
populate new Information Request date fields
(Date of Request, Scheduled Response Date,
Date Response Received), as appropriate;
implementers may want to update to ensure
accurate data entry

102 3007 Letter 09, AZ, HI ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” but an
information gathering tool to complete an
evaluation;
Data Conversion  - date data should be used to
populate new Information Request date fields
(Date of Request, Scheduled Response Date,
Date Response Received), as appropriate;
implementers may want to update to ensure
accurate data entry
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102 3007 Request Letter 10, OR, WA, ID ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” but an
information gathering tool to complete an
evaluation;
Data Conversion  - date data should be used to
populate new Information Request date fields
(Date of Request, Scheduled Response Date,
Date Response Received), as appropriate;
implementers may want to update to ensure
accurate data entry

103 No Decision Made,
Letter Sent to Facility

10, OR, AK, WA,
ID

----- ----- Delete  - appears to be similar to information
request letters; not enforcement “type”

103 State Level
Administrative Order

LA, NM, TX 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change  - appears to be initial action;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 210

104 Inspection Report Sent
- No Viol, No Response
Reqd (CL1)

09 ----- ------ Delete  - not an enforcement “type” action

104 State Referral to State 
Enforcement

AR ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” action
(unless it is a civil referral to the state AG, in
which case it should be coded 410)

105 Informal Verbal
Enforcement

FL 110 Verbal Informal Change  - code already exists for verbal informal
actions;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 110

105 Interim Status
Compliance Letter

MN 120 Written Informal Change  - code already exists for written
informal actions;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 120
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106 Internal Refer
Petroleum Storage
Tank DV

TX 850 Administrative Referrals to
Other RCRA Programs

Change  - need to capture all referrals to other
RCRA regulatory programs;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 850

106 NOI Sent - No
Violations, Response
Reqd (CL2I)

09 150 Letter of Intent to Initiate
Enforcement Action

Change  - need to group all notices of intent
together;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 150

107 Inspection Report Sent
to Compliance

09 ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” but a step in
evaluation process

107 Proposed Consent
Admin Order

06, OK 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change  - code already exists for initial
(proposed) administrative orders;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 210

108 Internal Referral to
Legal for Review

NM, LA ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” action
(unless it is a civil referral to the state AG, in
which case it should be coded 410)

108 Site Visit Performed 09 ----- ----- Delete  - this activity is an evaluation type, not
an enforcement type

109 Internal Referral to SW LA 850 Administrative Referrals to
Other RCRA Programs

Change  - this is an internal referral to an
“other” RCRA regulatory program;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 850

109 Referral to Municipal
Solid Waste

TX 850 Administrative Referrals to
Other RCRA Programs

Change  - this is an internal referral to an
“other” RCRA regulatory  program;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 850
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109 Sampling Performed 09 ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type”

111 Compliance Asst
Recommend Ltr

IL, MN, WI ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement action

111 ESC Ref to DO
(District Office)

TX ----- ----- Delete - This process appears to be an internal
case management process and not an
enforcement “type”.  Accordingly, this code will
not be converted.

112 State In-House Draft
CAO

AR ----- ----- Delete  - draft documents need not be tracked as
they are not official

112 State-In-House CAO TX 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change  - appears to be for an issued order,
change code to 210 for initial order;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 210

112 Field Warning Letter 09 120 Written Informal Change  - this is a written informal action
covered by existing code 120;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 120

113 State In-House Draft
NOV

AR ----- ----- Delete  - draft documents need not be tracked as
they are not official

115 DEP Meeting FL ----- ----- Delete  - appears to be a step in the process to
resolve a case; not an enforcement “type”

115 Informal Enforcement -
Other

CO 110 
or
120

Verbal Informal
or
Written Informal

Change  - depending upon the format of the
action, code for verbal or written informal;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 110 or 120, depending upon whether or not
the action is verbal or written; Implementer may
need to update
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115 Notice of Opportunity
to Correct (NOC)

09 120 Written Informal Change  - code for written informal action types
already exists;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 120

115 Warning Letter KY, AL, NC 120 Written Informal Change  - code for written informal action types
already exists;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 120

115 Information Request
Letter (3007)

05, MI, IL ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” but an
information gathering tool to complete an
evaluation;
Data Conversion  - date data should be used to
populate new Information Request date fields
(Date of Request, Scheduled Response Date,
Date Response Received), as appropriate;
implementers may want to update to ensure
accurate data entry

116 NOC/NOV Received by
Facility

09 ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type”; can add
information in “comment” line, if needed

116 Voluntary Clean-up AR, TX 850 Administrative Referrals to
Other RCRA Programs

Change  - need to group all referrals to other
RCRA related  regulatory programs;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 850

117 Internal Ref to
Closures

TX 850 Administrative Referrals to
Other RCRA Programs

Change  - need to group all referrals to other
RCRA regulatory programs
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 850

117 NOV Received By
Facility

09 ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” activity but
is a step in the process of resolving case
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119 Inspector Fact Finding
Letter

03 120 Written Informal Change  - this is a written informal action
covered by existing code 120;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 120

119 Inspector Fact Finding
Letter - Warning Letter

VA 120 Written Informal Change  - this is a written informal action
covered by existing code 120;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 120

121 Assigned to
Administrative
Enforcement

WV ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” action
(unless it is a civil referral to the state AG, in
which case it should be coded 410)

121 Central Office NOV
Letter

TX, NM 121 Central Office NOV Letter No Change - 

121 DE Letter of Warning DE 121 DE Letter of Warning No Change - 

121 Field Notice of
Violation

01, CT, NH, MA 121 Field Notice of Violation No Change - 

121 Notice of
Noncompliance

OR 121 Notice of Noncompliance No Change - 

121 Proposed Consent
Order

GA 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change  - this is an initial formal action covered
by existing code 210;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 210

121 Site Complaint MD 121 Site Complaint No Change - 

121 State Written Informal 03 121 State Written Informal No Change - 

121 Technical Assistance
Letter Sent

09 ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement action
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121 Violation Letter MT 121 Violation Letter No Change - 

121 Violation Notice (VN) 05, IL, MN, OH,
MI

121 Violation Notice (VN) No Change - 

122 Appeal TN ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type”;
Data Conversion - data needs to be converted to
activate the Appeal indicator check box and to
fill in the date appeal filed and date appeal
resolved fields; if no date data is available with
this entry, Implementers will need to update
manually for that information

122 DE Notice of Violation
(NOV)

DE 122 DE Notice of Violation
(NOV)

No Change - 

122 Letter of Violation
(LOV)

WY 122 Letter of Violation (LOV) No Change - 

122 Notice of Intent to
Pursue Legal Action

IL, MI, MN 150 Notice of Intent to Initiate
Enforcement Action

Change  - need to group all notices of intent
together;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 150

122 Referral to
Enforcement

VA ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” action
(unless it is a civil referral to the state AG, in
which case it should be coded 410)

123 DE Notice of
Deficiency (NOD)

DE 123 DE Notice of Deficiency
(NOD)

No Change - 

123 DEP Non-Compliance
Letter

FL 123 DEP Non-Compliance
Letter

No Change - 
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123 Drop Action TN, AL ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Dropped (DR); otherwise, data will be deleted  

123 Failure to Comply
with a Warning Letter

09 123 Failure to Comply with a
Warning Letter

No Change - 

123 Maryland Notice of
Violation

MD 123 Maryland Notice of
Violation

No Change - 

123 Ten Day Letter MN, WI, OH, MI 123 Ten Day Letter No Change - 

123 Termination of
Enforcement Order

VA ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Dropped (DR); otherwise, data will be deleted  

124 Admin. Review TN ----- ----- Delete  - this is not an enforcement “type” action
but a step in the process

124 Call in Letter KS 124 Call in Letter No Change - 

124 Notice of
Noncompliance Letter

MI, WI 124 Notice of Noncompliance
Letter

No Change - 

125 DEP Warning Letter FL 125 DEP Warning Letter No Change - 

125 Enf. Action Request TN -?- -?- (need to check with State for clarification; could
be an internal referral for normal enforcement
or could be a Notice of Intent to Initiate
Enforcement [new code 150])

125 Notice of Violation CO 125 Notice of Violation No Change - 
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125 NOV/Initial State
Admin Consent
Compliance Order

MI 125 NOV/Initial State Admin
Consent Compliance
Order

No Change - 

125 NOV/Initial State
Admin Consent Order

OH 125 NOV/Initial State Admin
Consent Order

No Change - 

125 Request for Info - 3007
Letter

07 ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” but an
information gathering tool to complete an
evaluation;
Data Conversion  - date data should be used to
populate new Information Request date fields
(Date of Request, Scheduled Response Date,
Date Response Received), as appropriate;
implementers may want to update to ensure
accurate data entry

126 Notice of Violation
Letter

WI, MI 126 Notice of Violation Letter No Change -

126 Violation Resolved
Upon Discovery Ltr -
Replaced with 136

MT ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Dropped (DR); otherwise, data will be deleted  

126 Warning Letter TN 126 Warning Letter No Change - 

127 Proposed Agreed
Order Sent

IN 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change  - this is an initial compliance order
covered under 210;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 210
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127 Show Cause Meeting TN ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” action but is
a step in the process (the letter requesting the
meeting would be covered under new code 150,
Notice of Intent)

128 Second Letter of
Warning

MI 128 Second Letter of Warning No Change - 

130 Document Received MT ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” action but is
a step in the process

130 Enforcement
Conference

SC ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” action but is
a step in the process to resolution

130 Notice of
Determination

02 130 Notice of Determination No Change - 

130 08 ----- ----- Delete  - lacks specificity

130 Notice of Violation NE 120 Written Informal Change  - this is a written informal action
covered by existing code 120;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 210

136 Resolved Violation
Letter

MT ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Action Satisfied (Case Closed) (AS); otherwise,
data will be deleted 

140 Warning Letter SC 120 Written Informal Change  - this is a written informal action
covered by existing code 120;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 120
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141  Notice of Non-
Compliance
W/Prev/Is/F/AO

AL 120 Written Informal Change  - this is a written informal action
covered by existing code 120;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 120

150 Ref to Enforcement KY ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” action
(unless it is a civil referral to the state AG, in
which case it should be coded 410)

150 Ref to Enforcement
Screen Comm.

TX ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” action; this
is a step in the internal enforcement process and,
accordingly, this code will not be converted

160 Administrative
Conference

KY ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” but a step in
the process to resolution

161 Receive Facility
Documentation

09 ----- ----- Delete  -  not an enforcement “type” but a step in
the process to resolution

162 Supplemental Report
Sent to Compliance

09 ----- ----- Delete  -  not an enforcement “type” but a step in
the process of evaluation

165 Case Closed per Enf
w/o Formal Action

KY ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Action Satisfied (Case Closed) (AS); otherwise,
data will be deleted  

171 RTC - Documentation
Sufficient

09 ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Action Satisfied (Case Closed) (AS); otherwise,
data will be deleted  
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175 Compliance Advisory CO ----- ----- Delete - not enforcement type

202 Draft
Compliance/Settlemen
t Agreement

AL ----- ----- Delete  - draft documents need not be tracked as
they are not official actions

205 08, UT ----- ----- Delete  - lacks specificity

209 Draft Consent Order 09 ----- ----- Delete  - draft documents need not be tracked as
they are not official actions

211 Commissioner’s Order TN 211 Commissioner’s Order No Change - 

211 Complaint and Order MD 211 Complaint and Order No Change - 

211 Escalated Order AR 211 Escalated Order No Change - 

211 Expedited Petition TX 211 Expedited Petition No Change - 

211 Forgiveable Admin
Penalty Order (APO)

MN 211 Forgiveable Admin
Penalty Order (APO)

No Change - 

211 Initial 3008A Order
Cal EPA Toxic Tckts

CA 211 Initial 3008A Order Cal
EPA Toxic Tckts

No Change - 

211 Unilateral Order, No
Penalties

01, CT, NH, MA,
VT

211 Unilateral Order, No
Penalties

No Change - 

211 08 ----- ----- Delete  - lacks specificity

212 Initial 3008(A) Order -
CAL EPA Desk Orders

09 212 Initial 3008(A) Order -
CAL EPA Desk Orders

No Change - 

212 Non-Forgiveable APO MN 212 Non-Forgiveable APO No Change - 

212 Revision of
Enforcement Order

VA 212 Revision of Enforcement
Order

No Change - 
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212 08 ----- ----- Delete  - lacks specificity

213 Forgiveable & Non-
Forgiveable APO 

MN 213 Forgiveable & Non-
Forgiveable APO 

No Change - 

213 Initial 3008(A) CP/CO
Order

OR 213 Initial 3008(A) CP/CO
Order

No Change - 

214 Failure to Comply
with FOAV and Order

09 214 Failure to Comply with
FOAV and Order

No Change - 

214 NOVCO With Penalty 10, ID 214 NOVCO With Penalty No Change - 

214 Notice of Violation
(NOV)

WY 214 Notice of Violation (NOV) No Change - 

215 DEP Notice of
Violation (NOV)

FL 215 DEP Notice of Violation
(NOV)

No Change - 

215 Initial Multi-Media
3008(A)

06 215 Initial Multi-Media
3008(A)

No Change - 

215 NOVCO without
Penalty

OR 215 NOVCO without Penalty No Change - 

215 Show Cause
Conference

09 ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” action but is
a step in the process (the letter requesting the
meeting would be covered under new code 150,
Notice of Intent)

215 Stipulated Penalty
Demand Letter

MI 215 Stipulated Penalty
Demand Letter

No Change - 

221 Cease and Desist
Order (NRS
459.565(2))

09 221 Cease and Desist Order
(NRS 459.565(2))

No Change - 
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224 Cease and Desist
Order

WY 224 Cease and Desist Order No Change - 

244 Stipulated Final Order
With Penalty

OR 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change  - this is an order covered by existing
code 210;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 210

260 SC ----- ----- Delete  - lacks specificity

262 Quarantine Order 09 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change  - this is an order covered by existing
code 210;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 210

263 Temporary Restraining
Order (Injunctive
Relief)

09 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change  - this is an order covered by existing
code 210;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 210

293 Initial Combination
Order

OR 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change  - this is an order covered by existing
code 210; each “combination” action should be
coded independently;
Data Conversion - all data should be converted
to 210

302 3007 Order - Request
for Information

AL ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” but an
information gathering tool to complete an
evaluation;
Data Conversion  - date data should be used to
populate new Information Request date fields
(Date of Request, Scheduled Response Date,
Date Response Received), as appropriate;
implementers may want to update to ensure
accurate data entry
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309 Final Consent Order 09 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change -  data being consolidated with 210
series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 309 will be
converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

311 Consent Agreement MD 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

311 Consent Order, No
Penalties

01, CT, VT, RI,
MA, NH

210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)
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311 DE Secretary’s Order DE 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

311 Final Penalty WA 211 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.); WA state
has requested the data be converted to code 211

311 Revocation Order -
Revoke or Dismiss
Final/Consent Orders
(code 310)

AL ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Revoked (RV); otherwise, data will be deleted  

311 Revocation Order -
Revoke od Dismissed:
Final/Consent Order
310

NC ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Revoked (RV); otherwise, data will be deleted  
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311 Site Inspection
Performed

09 ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” but is an
evaluation
Data Conversion - implementer should ensure
this event is properly captured as an evaluation
type before this entry is deleted from the
enforcement module

311 State Compliance
Order 3008(A)

IN, MN, MI 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

311 08, MS ----- ----- Delete  - lacks specificity

312 DE Notice of
Administrative Penalty

DE 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)
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312 DEP Short Form
Consent Order

FL 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

312 RTC - CAFO Signed 09 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

312 State AG Settled Out
Of Court

CT 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

 HMA FINAL Report November 17, 2003535

313 DE Notice of Concil.
Proceedings/Order

DE 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

313 Executed Stipulation
Agreement

MI, MN 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

314 Final 3008(A) SFO
Order

10, OR 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)
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314 IPCB Final
Administrative Order

IL 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

315 Administrative
Penalty/Fine
Collected

09 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

315 DEP Consent Order FL 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)
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315 Final 3008(A) Default
Order

OR 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

315 Final Multimedia
3008(A)

06 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

315 Stipulated Penalty
Call-In

05, MI 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)
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315 Unilateral Order WV 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

316 Final 3008(A) EQC
Hear Off Order

OR 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

317 Final 3008(A) EQC
Order

OR 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)
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318 DEP Final
Administrative Order

FL 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

345 State Equivalent
3008(H) CA Order

OH, MI 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

380 Final Agreed Order KY 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)
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383 Extension Granted 09 ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” but a step in
the process to resolution

385 Secretary’s
Order/Hearing Officers
RPT

KY 210 3008(A) Compliance
Order

Change - all 310 series data being consolidated
with 210 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 310-319 will
be converted to an appropriate 210 series code
between 210-219, depending upon which 210
series case the 310 series action was linked to;
unlinked 310 series cases will convert directly to
210 whereas linked cases will convert only data
not duplicated in the 210 series entry (final
action date, final penalty amount, etc.)

389 Administrative Closure
Letter

09 ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” but is a letter
stating that all conditions of case settlement
have been satisfied; no need to track in data
system

400 Sec Hearing 09 ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type” but a step in
the process; order/letter announcing the hearing
might be the actual “action” type to be tracked

408 Referral to State or
Local Agency

09 820 EPA to State
Administrative Referral

Change  - code already exists for EPA to State
referrals

409 Referral to Bureau of
Corrective Action

09 850 Administrative Referrals to
Other RCRA Programs

Change  - need to capture referrals made to
other RCRA regulatory programs

415 DEP Referral to OGC FL 415 DEP Referral to OGC No Change  - 
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415 Referred Back From
AG

TX ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - data should be automatically
converted by  using new enforcement action
disposition qualifier for Returned (RT) and
linking it to the original 410 series code the 415
code was already linked to

425 Referred Back From
DOJ

06 ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Returned (RT); otherwise, data will be deleted  

431 Referral to State
Attorney General

AL 410 Referral to Attorney
General

Change  - use existing code 410 for such
referrals to the state AG

432 Referral to Office of
General Counsel

AL 410 Referral to Attorney
General

Change  - change to existing code 410

435 FL ----- ----- Delete  - lacks specificity

440 Referral to DHEC
Legal Office

SC 430 Referral to District
Attorney/City
Attorney/County
Attorney/State Attorney

Change  - use existing code 430 for judicial
referrals at levels below AG and DOJ levels

440 Referral to Puerto Rico
Inductrial
Development
Corporation
(PRIDCO) Ownership

PR 860 Administrative Referrals to
Other Programs

Change  - appears to be a referral to another
program or office for enforcement; not a judicial
referral

511 -?- MN ----- ----- Delete  - lacks specificity
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515 Civil Judicial
Complaint

IL, MI 515 Civil Judicial Compliant No Change  - 

515 FL ----- ----- Delete  - lacks specificity

525 FL ----- ----- Delete  - lacks specificity

595 FL ----- ----- Delete  - lacks specificity

611 (no description in
lookup table)

WA 510 Civil/Judicial Action for
Compliance and/or
Monetary Penalty

Change - all 600 series data being consolidated
with 500 series;
Data Conversion - WA State has requested that
this code be converted to code 510 

615 FL 510

520

530

Civil/Judicial Action for
Compliance and/or
Monetary Penalty

Civil/Judicial Action for
Imminent Hazards

Civil/Judicial Action for
Corrective Action

Change - all 600 series data being consolidated
with 500 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 600-609 will
be converted to an appropriate 500 series code
between 510-539, depending upon which case
the data is linked to; data unlinked to a 500
series case will need to be updated by the
Implementer to properly place it in the
appropriate 500 series code

621 Judicial Order, No
Penalties

01, CT, ME, VT 510

520

530

Civil/Judicial Action for
Compliance and/or
Monetary Penalty

Civil/Judicial Action for
Imminent Hazards

Civil/Judicial Action for
Corrective Action

Change - all 600 series data being consolidated
with 500 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 600-609 will
be converted to an appropriate 500 series code
between 510-539, depending upon which case
the data is linked to; data unlinked to a 500
series case will need to be updated by the
Implementer to properly place it in the
appropriate 500 series code



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

 HMA FINAL Report November 17, 2003543

622 Stipulated Judicial
Order, With Penalty

01, CT, MA, VT 510

520

530

Civil/Judicial Action for
Compliance and/or
Monetary Penalty

Civil/Judicial Action for
Imminent Hazards

Civil/Judicial Action for
Corrective Action

Change - all 600 series data being consolidated
with 500 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 600-609 will
be converted to an appropriate 500 series code
between 510-539, depending upon which case
the data is linked to; data unlinked to a 500
series case will need to be updated by the
Implementer to properly place it in the
appropriate 500 series code

630 State/Federal Consent
Decree

06 510

520

530

Civil/Judicial Action for
Compliance and/or
Monetary Penalty

Civil/Judicial Action for
Imminent Hazards

Civil/Judicial Action for
Corrective Action

Change - all 600 series data being consolidated
with 500 series;
Data Conversion - all data coded 600-609 will
be converted to an appropriate 500 series code
between 510-539, depending upon which case
the data is linked to; data unlinked to a 500
series case will need to be updated by the
Implementer to properly place it in the
appropriate 500 series code

651 Civil
Hearings/Motions

CO ----- ----- Delete  - no need to track proceedings

711 Criminal Indictment FL 720 Criminal Indictment Change  - use new code 720  for criminal
indictments;
Data Conversion  - all data should be converted
to 720

712 Pled Guilty (Criminal) FL 730 Criminal Conviction Change  - use new code 730  for criminal
conviction;
Data Conversion  - all data should be converted
to 730
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715 FL ----- ----- Delete  - lacks specificity;
Data Conversion  - implementer may choose to
update data using new 700 series codes;
otherwise, data will be deleted

720 Criminal Action
Referred Back to State

AR ----- ----- Delete - not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Returned (RT); otherwise, data will be deleted  

720 Criminal Referral SC 710 Referral to Criminal Change  - use newly defined code for referrals to
criminal;
Data Conversion  - all data should be converted
to 710

725 Criminal Trial MI, WI 730 Criminal Conviction Change  - use new code for criminal conviction;
Data Conversion  - all data should be converted
to 730

735 No-Contest Plea MI, WI 735 No-Contest Plea No Change  - covered by existing 730 code series

801 Strike Force Referral 01, MA 860 Administrative Referrals to
Other Programs

Change  - use new code 860 for “other
programs”;
Data Conversion  - all data should be converted
to 860

802 Internal Agency
Referral

01, CT, MA 860 Administrative Referrals to
Other Programs

Change  - appears to be referrals to other
program offices within same agency; use new
code 860 for “other programs”;
Data Conversion  - all data should be converted
to 860



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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805 DEQ Referral to Other
State Program

MT 860 Administrative Referrals to
Other Programs

Change  - appears to be referrals to other
program offices within state; use new code 860
for “other programs”;
Data Conversion  - all data should be converted
to 860

831 State RCRA/Refer to
State Superf/Remedia

MI, IN 831 State RCRA/Refer to State
Superf/Remedia

No Change  - 

831 State Referral to RRC
(Railroad Commis.)

TX 860 Administrative Referrals to
Other Programs

Change  - appears to be referrals to other
program offices within same agency; use new
code 860 for “other programs”;
Data Conversion  - all data should be converted
to 860

832 EPA RCRA Referral to
Air

05 860 Administrative Referrals to
Other Programs

Change  - appears to be referrals to other
program offices within same agency; use new
code 860 for “other programs”;
Data Conversion  - all data should be converted
to 860

832 Referral to Multi-
Media Enf.

TX 860 Administrative Referrals to
Other Programs

Change  - appears to be referrals to other
program offices within same agency; use new
code 860 for “other programs”;
Data Conversion  - all data should be converted
to 860

835 DEP RCRA Referral to
DEP Cleanup

FL 850 Administrative Referrals to
Other RCRA Programs

Change  - appears to be referrals to other RCRA
regulatory program offices covered by new code
850 ;
Data Conversion  - all data should be converted
to 850



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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835 State RCRA to EPA
CERCLA

GA 860 Administrative Referrals to
Other Programs

Change  - appears to be referrals to other
program offices within same agency; use new
code 860 for “other programs”;
Data Conversion  - all data should be converted
to 860

840 ADJ Hearing Held SC ----- ----- Delete  - no need to track progress to resolution

840 NYSDEC DSHM to
NYSDEC DEE
Administrative
Referral

NY 860 Administrative Referrals to
Other Programs

Change  - appears to be referrals to other
program offices within same agency; use new
code 860 for “other programs” 
(need to check with State to verify);
Data Conversion  - all data should be converted
to 860

840 State Referral to State
Voluntary
Remediation Program

WV 850 Administrative Referrals to
Other RCRA Programs

Change  - appears to be referrals to other RCRA
Regulatory program offices within same agency
covered by new code 850 ;
Data Conversion  - all data should be converted
to 850

840 ADJ Hearing Order
Appealed

SC ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type”;
Data Conversion - data needs to be converted to
activate the Appeal indicator check box and to
fill in the date appeal filed and date appeal
resolved fields; if no date data is available with
this entry, Implementers will need to update
manually for that information

846 Board Hearing Held SC ----- ----- Delete  - no need to track progress to resolution



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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847 Board Order Appealed
to Court

SC ----- ----- Delete  - not an enforcement “type”;
Data Conversion - data needs to be converted to
activate the Appeal indicator check box and to
fill in the date appeal filed and date appeal
resolved fields; if no date data is available with
this entry, Implementers will need to update
manually for that information

860 Referral Returned -
Insuf Doc

SC ----- ----- Delete  -  not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Returned (RT); otherwise, data will be deleted  

870 RCRA Action Dropped
- No Violation

SC ----- ----- Delete  -  not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Dropped (DR); otherwise, data will be deleted

999 Case Closed 02 ----- ----- Delete  -  not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Action Satisfied (Case Closed) (AS); otherwise,
data will be deleted

999 Withdrawal Order 09 ----- ----- Delete  -  not an enforcement type;
Data Conversion - implementers need to update
original enforcement action data by using new
enforcement action disposition qualifier for
Withdrawn (WD); otherwise, data will be deleted 



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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SSS -?- MN ----- ----- Delete  - lacks specificity
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Listing 21.  Code Changes - Enforcement Types (Implementer-Defined - Not Used)

Code Changes  - Enforcement Types
Implementer-Defined Codes - Not Used 

(Not in use in RCRAInfo)

The following implementer-defined codes are being proposed for deletion from RCRAInfo because there are no
instances where they have ever been used in RCRAInfo by the implementing agency. 

Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale

010 test ND ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

011 test ND ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

020 Exceeds Statute of
Limitations

06 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

021 Case Dismissal NM, OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

021 Revoked Initial Order MA, NH, VT, ME ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

022 Reinstated Initial Order CT, MA, ME, VT,
NH

----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

023 Enforcement Action Under
Appeal

01, CT, VT, RI, MA,
NH, ME

----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

031 Revoked Final Formal
Order

AR, NM, TX, OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

031 Revoked Final Formal
Action

MA, VT, RI, ME ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

032 Reinstated Final Formal
Order

01, CT, VT, RI, MA,
NH, ME

----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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040 Agenda Determination for
Continuance

06, AR, NM, TX,
OK, LA

----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

041 Revoked Referral to AG AR, NM, TX, OK,
LA

----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

042 Reinstated 400 Series
Referral

01, CT, VT, RI, MA,
NH, ME

----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

042 Under Appeal AR, TX, NM ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

043 Referral - St to EPA
Potential Violation

06, AR, NM, OK, LA ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

044 Non Substantial Violation  AR, NM, OK, LA ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

046 Remanded for Hearing 06, AR, NM ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

047 Case Close Out OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

047 Close Out TX ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

048 Notice of Enforcement 06 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

051 Revoked 500 Series Action 01, MA, NH, VT, RI,
ME

----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

052 Reinstated 500 Series
Action

01, CT, VT, RI, MA,
NH, ME

----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

085 Land Ban Inspection
Referral to EPA

MN, OH ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

086 Draft Stipulation
Agreement

05, OH, WI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

093 Enforcement Conference 05, IL, OH, MN ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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095 Remedial Action Plan
Requested

09 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

095 Decision to End Case/ No
Further Action

05, IL, MN, WI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

096 State Cleanup Action
(Non-CERCLA)

WI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

097 Appeal of an Order 05, IL, WI, OH, MN ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

098 Sent to Regional Council WY ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

098 DOJ Pre-Filing
Negotiations

IL, OH, MN ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

099 Case Withdrawn WY ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

099 Draft Consent Decree 05, WI, OH, MN ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

101 State Level Petition 06, AR, LA, NM,
OK, 

----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

102 (3007 Letter) Informal Info
Request

LA, MN, TX ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

102 3007 Request Letter AK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

103 State Level Administrative
Order

06, AR, OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

104 Internal Referral to
Enforcement

06, NM, OK, TX, LA ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

105 -?- AZ, NV ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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105 Internal Referral to Water
Quality Div

06, AR, NM, TX,
OK, LA 

----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

105 Interim Status Compliance
Letter

05, IL, WI, OH ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

106 Internal Refer Petroleum
Storage Tank DV

06, NM , OK, AR,
LA

----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

107 Proposed Consent Admin
Order

AR, LA, TX ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

108 Internal Referral to Legal
for Review

06, AR, TX, OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

109 Referral to Municipal
Solid Waste

06, AR, NM, OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

111 Test ND ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

111 Verbal Notification 10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

111 ESC Ref to Dist Off NM ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

111 ESC Referral to DO 06, AR, OK, LA ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

112 State In House Draft CAO 06, OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

113 State In House Draft NOV 06, OK, TX ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

114 Negotiation Meeting for
Orders

06, AR, OK, NM, TX ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

115 Internal Referral to
Federal Facilities

06, AR, OK, NM,
TX, LA

----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

115 Information Request Letter
(3007)

IN, MN, WI, OH ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale

 HMA FINAL Report November 17, 2003553

117 Internal Ref to Closures 06, AR, NM, OK, LA ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

118 Internal Referral to
Emergency Response

06, LA, OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

119 Internal Referral to
Permits

06, AR, OK, NM,
TX, LA

----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

121 NOV-Revocation or
Dismissed; Initial NOV-
120

NC ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

121 Central Office NOV Letter 06, AR,  OK, LA ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

121 Field Notice of Violation VT, ME, RI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

121 Notice of Noncompliance 10 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

121 Violation Notice (VN) WI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

122 State Written Informal 03 ----- -----

122 Notice of Intent to Pursue
Legal Action

05, WI, OH ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

123 State Written Informal 03 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

123 Ten Day Letter 05, IL ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

124 DE Notice of
Administrative Penalty

DE ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

124 State Written Informal 03 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

124 Notice of Noncompliance
Letter

05, IL, OH, MN ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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125 DE Notice of Conciliation
Proceedings

DE ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

125 State Written Informal 03 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

125 Notice of Violation 08, MT ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

125 NOV/Initial State Admin
Consent Order

05, MN, WI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

125 Request for Info - 3007
Letter

IA ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

126 Notice of Violation Letter 05, IL, MN, OH ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

126 Notice of Violation 07 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

127 Modified Administrative
Order Sent (IN)

05, IL, WI, OH, MN ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

127 Show Cause Meeting NC ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

130 Document Received CO, WY ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

140 -?- NV ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

150 Ref to ESC 06, AR, NM, OK, LA ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

205 Request for Info - 3007
Letter

 WY ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

211 Amendment Initial
3008(A)

WY ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

211 Revocation Order - Revoke
or Dismiss
Initial/Unilateral Orders

AL ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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211 Escalated Order 06 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

211 Forgiveable Admin
Penalty Order (APO)

05, IL, WI, OH ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

211 Initial 3008A Order Cal
EPA Toxic Tckts

09 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

211 Unilateral Order, No
Penalties

RI, ME ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

212 Draft Consent Order 03 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

212 Non-Forgiveable APO 05, IL, OH, WI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

212 Initial Field Citation WY ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

213 DEQ Demand Letter MT ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

213 Forgiveable & Non-
Forgiveable APO 

05, IL, WI, OH ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

213 Initial 3008(A) CP/CO
Order

10 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

214 IPCB Administrative
Complaint

05, IL, MN, OH, WI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

214 NOVCO With Penalty OR, AK,WA ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

215 Initial Multi-Media TX ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

215 Multi-Media Order OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

215 NOVCO without Penalty 10 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

222 SW Letter of Warning KS ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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225 Seal Order 05, IL, MN, OH, WI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

226 Seal Order Removed 05, IL, MN, OH, WI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

233 Initial 3013 CP/CO Order 10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

234 SFO Monitoring and
Closure with Penalty

10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

235 SFO Monitoring and
Closure without Penalty

10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

243 Initial 3008(H) CP/CO
Order

10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

244 Stipulated Final Order
With Penalty

10 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

245 Stipulated Final Order
without Penalty

10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

265 Consted Case Hearing
Petition Filed

MI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

266 Defendent Action - Appeal
of DEQ Permit

MI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

267 Defendent Action - Other MI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

293 Initial Combination Order 10 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

305 DEP Return To
Compliance Letter

FL ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

305 IPCB Partial
Administrative Order

05, IL, MN, OH, WI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

311 Amendment to 3008(A) WY ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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311 State Final Compliance
Order

03 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

311 Consent Order, No
Penalties

ME ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

311 State Compliance Order
3008(A)

05, IL, OH, WI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

312 State Final Compliance
Order

03 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

312 Unilateral Order MI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

312 State AG Settled Out Of
Court

01, ME, MA, RI, VT,
NH

----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

312 Field Citation WY ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

313 State Final Compliance
Order

03 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

313 Executed Stipulation
Agreement

05, IL, OH, WI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

314 State Final Compliance
Order

03 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

314 DE Cease and Desist Order DE ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

314 Final 3008(A) SFO Order AK, ID, WA ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

314 IPCB Final Administrative
Order

05, OH, WI, MN ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

315 Final 3008(A) Default
Order

10 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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315 Final Multi-Media TX ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

315 Multi-Media Final Order OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

315 Stipulated Penalty Call-In IL, MN, WI, OH ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

316 Modification /Amendment
of a Compliance Order

MI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

316 Final 3008(A) EQC Hear
Off Order

10 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

317 Final 3008(A) EQC Order 10 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

318 Final 3008(A) Court
Order

10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

325 DEP Final Imminent
Hazard Order

FL ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

334 Final 3013 SFO Order 10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

335 Final 3013 Default Order 10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

336 Final 3013 EQC Hear Off
Order

10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

337 Final 3013 EQC Order 10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

338 Final 3013 Court Order 10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

344 Final 3008(H) SFO Order 10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

345 Final 3008(H) Default
Order

10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

345 State Equivalent 3008(H)
CA Order

05, IL, MN, WI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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346 Final 3008(H) EQC Hear
Off Order

10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

347 Final 3008(H) EQC  Order 10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

348 Final 3008(H) EQC  Order 10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

365 Contested Case Hearing
Final Decision/Settlement

MI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

366 Defendant Action
Decision/Settlement

MI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

367 Defendant Action
Dismissed

MI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

394 Final Combination SFO
Order

10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

395 Final Combination Default
Order

10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

396 Final Combination EQC
Hear Off Order

10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

397 Final Combination EQC
Order

10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

398 Final Combination Court
Order

10, OR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

405 Referred to DEQ Legal
Services Section

NE ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

415 AG Referral Back To State OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

415 Referred Back From AG 06, AR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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425 DOJ Referral Back to State OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

425 Referred Back From DOJ AR, TX ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

435 Dist/City Atty Referral
Back to State

OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

435 Referred Back From
Dist/City Atty

06, AR, TX ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

440 Prosecutor or AG accepts
referral of criminal case

MI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

480 Ref to ESC OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

494 Judicial Referral Back To
State

OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

495 Combination - Judicial
Referral

TX ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

495 Judicial Referral Back To
State

OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

495 Referred Back
Combination - Judicial

06, AR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

515 Civil Action Referred Back OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

515 Civil Action Referred Back
From State

06 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

515 Civil Action Referred Back
To State

AR, TX ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

515 Civil Judicial Order 05, MN ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

515 Civil Judicial Complaint WI, OH ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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531 Referral - State to EPA
Potential Violation

06, AR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

615 Partial Judicial Order 05, IL, WI, MN, OH ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

621 Judicial Order, No
Penalties

MA, NH, RI, VT ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

622 Stipulated Judicial Order,
With Penalty

ME, RI, NH ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

713 Jury Trial (Criminal) KY ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

720 Criminal Action Referred
Back

TX ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

720 Criminal Action Referred
Back From State

06 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

725 Criminal Trial 05, IL, MN, OH ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

735 No-Contest Plea 05, IL, MN, OH ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

736 Criminal Verdict MI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

737 Criminal Case Dismissed MI ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

790 Information Request Letter 09 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

801 Strike Force Referral CT, ME, NH, RI, VT ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

802 Internal Agency Referral ME, NH, RI, VT ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

815 Referral to EPA Emergency
Response

06, LA ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

831 Referral to RRC 06, AR, OK, NM, LA ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo



Old
Code

Old Code Description Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code
Description

Rationale
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831 State RCRA/Refer to State
Superf/Remedial

05, IL, OH, WI, MN ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

832 Referral to Multi-Media
Enf.

06 ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

832 Referral to Multimedia Enf AR ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

832 Referral to Multimedia Enf
Group

OK ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

870 RCRA Action Dropped -
No Violation

NC ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

999 Case Closed
(Bankruptcies, Out-of-
Business, etc.)

NY ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo

PER Per Permit Viol NM ----- ----- Delete  - never used in RCRAInfo
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Listing 22.  Code Changes - Media Types (Nationally-Defined)

Code Changes  - Media Types
Nationally-Defined Codes

Old
Code

Old Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

AIR Air HQ AIR Air No Change

----- ----- HQ CRE EPA-CERCLA Add  - need to identify EPA’s  CERCLA program

----- ----- HQ CRS State CERCLA-Type
Program

Add  - need to identify State  CERCLA-type
program

EPC EPCRA HQ EPC EPCRA No Change

FIF FIFRA HQ FIF FIFRA No Change

----- ----- HQ MSW RCRA Municipal Solid
Waste

Add  - need to identify RCRA’s Municipal Solid
Waste program

----- ----- HQ ORP Other Regulatory Program Add - need to identify all other regulatory
programs not included in existing Media Types;
includes OSHA, DOT, HUD, and other State
agencies

PCB TSCA PCB HQ PCB TSCA PCB No Change

----- ----- HQ RCA RCRA Corrective Action Add  - need to distinguish between enforcement
and remedial RCRA programs

SPC SPCC HQ SPC SPCC No Change

----- ----- HQ TSC TSCA (non-PCB) Add  - need to identify other TSCA regulatory 
programs; includes AHERA and ASHARA

UIC UIC HQ UIC UIC No Change



Old
Code

Old Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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UST UST HQ UST UST No Change

WAT Water HQ WAT Water No Change

WET Wetlands HQ WET Wetlands No Change
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Listing 23.  Code Changes - SEP Types (Nationally-Defined)

Code Changes  - SEP Types
Nationally-Defined Codes

Old
Code

Old Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

----- ----- HQ EAA Environmental Audits and
Assessments

Add - New code created to combine old codes ECA,
EMA, and SAA.

----- ----- HQ EAP Environmental Awareness
Programs

Add - New code created to combine old codes ECP
and EPE.

ECA Environmental
Compliance
Audits

HQ EAA Environmental Audits and
Assessments

Change  -  Consolidated to combine SEP types
involving similar auditing and assessment activities

ECP Environmental
Compliance
Promotion

HQ EAP Environmental Awareness
Programs

Change  - Consolidated to combine SEP types
involving similar education and outreach
activities, to both regulated and non-regulated
communities

EMA Environmental
Management
Systems Audits

HQ EAA Environmental Audits and
Assessments

Change  -  Consolidated to combine SEP types
involving similar auditing and assessment activities

EPE Environmental
Public Awareness

HQ EAP Environmental Awareness
Programs

Change  - Consolidated to combine SEP types
involving similar education and outreach
activities, to both regulated and non-regulated
communities

EPP Emergency
Planning and
Preparedness

HQ EPP Emergency Planning and
Preparedness

No Change

ERE Environmental
Restoration

HQ ERE Environmental Restoration No Change



Old
Code

Old Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale
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PHE Public Health HQ PHE Public Health No Change

PPA Pollution
Prevention
Assessments

HQ PPR Pollution Prevention and
Reduction

Change  - Consolidated to combine SEP types
involving similar pollution prevention and/or
reduction activities

PPE Pollution
Prevention

HQ PPR Pollution Prevention and
Reduction

Change  - Consolidated to combine SEP types
involving similar pollution prevention and/or
reduction activities

----- ----- HQ PPR Pollution Prevention and
Reduction

Add - New code created to combine old codes PPA,
PPE, and PRE.

PRE Pollution
Reduction

HQ PPR Pollution Prevention and
Reduction

Change  - Consolidated to combine SEP types
involving similar pollution prevention and/or
reduction activities

SAA Site Assessment HQ EAA Environmental Audits and
Assessments

Change  -  Consolidated to combine SEP types
involving similar auditing and assessment activities
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Listing 24.  Code Changes - SEP Types (Implementer-Defined)

Code Changes  - SEP Types
Implementer-Defined Codes

Old
Code

Old Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

EAE Environmental Audit MA, NH, ME, RI, VT ----- ----- Delete  - not being used in RCRAInfo

EAE Environmental Audit 01, CT EAA Environmental Audits and
Assessments

Change  - use new code for combined
environmental audits and assessments

EAE - state defined - ID EAA Environmental Audits and
Assessments

Change  - use new code for combined
environmental audits and assessments

EAW Environmental
Public Awareness

NH, ME ----- ----- Delete  - not being used in RCRAInfo

EAW Environmental
Public Awareness

01, CT, MA, RI, VT EAP Environmental Awareness
Programs

Change  - use new code for combined
environmental awareness programs

GEM Generic Enforcement
Milestone

MA, ME, RI, NH ----- ----- Delete  - not being used in RCRAInfo

GEM Generic Enforcement
Milestone

01, CT, VT EAA Environmental Audits and
Assessments

Change  - use new code for combined
environmental audits and assessments

PBE Other Public
Benefits (CT)

MA, RI, ME ----- ----- Delete  - not being used in RCRAInfo

PBE Other Public
Benefits (CT)

01, CT, NH, VT PPR Pollution Prevention and
Reduction

Change  - use new code for combined pollution
prevention and reduction activities
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Listing 25.  Code Changes - Penalty Types (Nationally-Defined)

Code Changes  - Penalty Types
Nationally-Defined Codes

Old
Code

Old Code
Description

Implementer
(HQ/State/

Region)

New
Code

New Code Description Rationale

CR  SEP Credit HQ SCR SEP Credit No Change

FA Final Monetary
Penalty

HQ FMP Final Monetary Penalty No Change

FC  SEP Cost HQ FSC Final SEP Cost No Change

PA Proposed Monetary
Penalty

HQ PMP Proposed Monetary Penalty No Change


